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Sir William Baker. 

Many OF our readers will be interested’ to know that Mr. W. 
F. Baker, the Senior Taxing Master, who has recently re- 
tired, received last Saturday the honour of knighthood at the 
hands of the King. Sir Wituiam Baker, whose long and 
valuable services have been thus recognized, was admitted a 
solicitor in 1867. He was appointed a Taxing Master in 


1889, and in 1901 was a member of the Taxation of Costs Com- 


mittee, of which the late Lord ALVERSTONE was chairman. 
He took an active part in the amalgamation of the various 
taxing departments for Chancery, King’s Bench and Crown 
Office cases effected by the Committee, and soon after became 


‘Senior Master of the Supreme Court Taxing Office.then con- 


stituted which, since 1902, has dealt with the somewhat diverse 
systems of taxation of costs previously in operation. The 
result of this consolidation has been to secure a large measure 
of uniformity, and thus facilitate the difficult but, to solicitors, 
very important work of. taxation. | Master Baker was also in 
1895 nominated by the Lord Chancellor as Taxing Master for 
Ecclesiastical Fees, and was a member of the Committee 
appointed in 1908 and presided over by the Bishop of St. 
Albans, which revised the various Orders in Council regulating 
the fees of diocesan officials payable by the clergy. The con- 
solidating and amending Order in Council which resulted has 
almost wholly removed controversies on these subjects. 
Services such as those Sir Witt1aM Baker has rendered are 
not performed in the view of the public, and they receive, per- 
haps, less recognition than they deserve; but the knowledge 


‘of the law and practice of taxation of costs which the Taxing 


Masters possess materially assists the work of those who come 
before them—work not without its interest, but still tedious 
and exacting—and is also, on occasion, a great help to the 
judges themselves ; and we have pleasure in congratulating the 
late Senior Taxing Master on the honour which he has received, 
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Payment of Compensation to Dependants. 

WE Print elsewhere an interesting judgment which has been 
delivered by Judge Mackarness in the Brighton County Court 
with respect to the payment of compensation for death appor- 
tioned to an infant dependant on attaining twenty-one. By 
par. 5 of Schedule I. to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, it is provided that compensation for death shall, unless 
otherwise ordered,+be paid into the county court, and shall, 
subject to rules of court, “ be invested, applied, or otherwise 
dealt with by the court in such manner as the court in its dis- 
cretion thinks fit for the benefit of' the persons entitled there- 
to.’’ The payment into court, and investment and applica- 
tion are dealt with by rule 60, and this is carefully drafted so 
as to follow the provisions of the above paragraph. Thus 
clause (6), after providing for allotment between the depend- 
ants in accordance with the award, directs that ‘‘ the amount 
allotted to each dependant shall be invested, applied, or other- 
wise dealt with by the court for the benefit of the person en- 
titled thereto in accordance with paragraph 5.’’ Upow the 
language of these provisions it would seem that the court bas 
a discretion as to the mode of application, and this discretion 
is not made dependent upon the beneficiary being a minor or 
otherwise subject to incapacity: Apart from the statute 
and the rules made under it, the argument would be conclu- 
sive that a beneficiary sui juris is entitled to put an end to the 
guardianship of the court and call for payment out. This, of 
course, would be so in the case of an ordinary trust fund. But 
it is equally clear that the statute can alter the legal position, 
and place the beneficiary permanently under the guardianshir 
of the court, and his honour decided that such was the effect 
of the statute. Hence he declined to direct. payment out to a 
beneficiary who, he thought, would squander the money. The 
point is an important one, and we do not regard it altogether 
clear. No doubt it would be better for many people if a 
beneficent guardian would prevent them from spending their 
money ; and it may be the law has made that possible in this 
particular case, although in general it has no protection for 
spendthrifte. , 


The Stock Exchange Case. 

Tue Court or Appeat have affirmed the decision of Asrt- 
burY, J.,in Weinberger v. Ingl’s (Times, 27th inst.), and have 
held that the action of the Committee of the Stock Exchange 
in not electing the plaintiff, who is of enemy birth, cannot be 
questioned in the courts. Under the rules of the Stock Ex- 
change, the Committee have to re-elect such members ‘‘ as they 
shall deem eligible,’ and primd facie this confers on them an 
absolute discretion. And it is well settled that, while such a 
discretion must be exercised bond fide, yet the persons to exer- 
cise it are not bound to state their reasons, and in the absence 
of evidence to the contrary the Court will take it for granted 
that they so acted: Lx parte Penney (Ll. R. 8-Ch. 446). If, 
however, they choose to disclose theif reasons, or evidence of 
thése can be otherwise procured, and the reasons shew that they 
did not act bond fide, but for irrelevant or caprieious reasons, 
then their discretion will be overruled: Re Bell Brothers (65 
L. T. 245), Re Bede,Steam Shipping Co. (1917, 1 Ch. 123). 
In the present case the Committee of the Stock Exchange did 
not give their reasons for refusing to re-elect the plaintiff, and 
this might, perhaps, have disposed of the case, for it was only 
matter of inference that the real reason was his ‘enemy birth. 
Swinren, Eapy, L.J., held, however, that, assuming that to be 
the reason, it was, under the circumstantes, a good reason. 
Of course, under the Naturalization Act, 1870, and now the 
British Nationality and Status of Aliens Act, 1914, a natural- 
ized alien is entitled to all “‘ rights, powers, and privileges ”’ 
of a natural-born British subject, and hence there can be no 
discrimination.in law between one: British citizen and another 
on the ground of origin. No doubt it would have been-better 
if this impartiality could have been maintained, notwithstand- 
ing the feelings aroused by the war, and we are by no means 
clear that the fact of enemy birth was not legally irrelevant 
for the purpose of the present case, so that the decision in the 





Bede case might have been applied.- But the Court of Appeal 
have held otherwise. 


The Status of Masters of Elementary Schools. u 4 
SoME INTERESTING questions arose recently in Harries y, 5 
Crawford (Times, 13th inst.). The head master of a public ' = 


elementary school in Berkshire had been dismissed by the 
managers of the school on groumds connected with religious 
instruction. But they had not obtained the consent of the 3 
County Education Committee; they had not given the head : 5 
master an opportunity of. meeting them and _ pleading 
his case, as required by Regulation 56 of the Code 
of Regulations and Instructions to Managers and Teachers 
of Public Elementary Schools; and it turned out that some of 
the managers had themselves been improperly appointed. Not 
unnaturally, the head master claimed that his dismissal was in 
law invalid, and took proceedings to enforce his claim. But 
there were difficulties in his way on all these points. It is true 
that Warrincton, J., decided in Smith v. Macnally (1912, 
1 Ch. 816) that managers cannot dismiss a teacher without the 
consent of the Education.Commijttee; but Bucxiey, J. had 
taken the contrary view in Young v. Cuthbert (1906, 1 Ch. 
451), and the latter view commended itself to Peterson, J., 
in the. present case. The point really turns on whether the 
Education Committee,.who finance the school out of rates and 
grants, and provide its secular instruction, and control it by 
their dire¢tions as to efficiency in secular education, are the 
employers of the teachers, or the managers who actually con- 
trol the immediate working of the school. On the whole, the : 
better view seems to be that the managers are the employers I 
of the teachers,although they are not employers with much ; = 
independence of action, since they are at all points controlled q 
by the Education Acts, the Education Code, and the directions , * 
of their own local Education Authority. Again, the omission : 
of the managers to hear the master in his defence, although not 

in accord with the Regulations, is not a breach of any right 

vested in the master by his contract of employment or other- .-3R 
wise. It may be a breach of duty towards the Education Autho- / = 
rity or the Board of Education and the public at large, but the | # 
master cannot himself rely on it. And, lastly, even the 
invalid appointment of one or more of the managers does not * = 
make the Board of Managers an illegal body, evenif improperly _- 
elected members take part in the decisions. So long as there is * a. 
a majority of properly elected members who support the deci- 
sion, as was here the case, that decision is valid: Meyers. v. % 
Hennell (1912, 2 Ch. 256). Thus all the grounds of claim 9 . 
failed, and the judge upheld the_validity of the managers’ | @ . 


action. Y : .* 
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The Literal Construction of Statutes. 

- In « recent article in an American periodical on the inter- 
pretation of contracts, there is a reference to the ‘‘famous’”’ 
case Ob Trinity Church v. The United States (143 U. 8. Rep. 
457). The case seems to be better known in the United States | 
than in this. country, for We have been unable to find a refer- as 
énce to it in English text-books, but it is not without interest to , 
all lawyers. It arose upon the construction of the Contract 
Labour Law of February 6, 1885, ‘‘ To prohibit the importation s 
and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agree- =~ 2 
ment to perform labour in the United States, its territories, 
and the District of Columbia.’’ Section 1 of the Act makes 
it unlawful for “‘any person, company, partnership or cor- 
poration in any-way to encourage the impértation or migration 
of any alien or aliens, any foreigner or foreigners, into the 
United States, its territories, or the District of Columbia, 
under contract or agreement made previous to the importation 
or migration of such alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, 
to perform labour or services of any kind in the United States. 
its territorjes, or the District of Columbia.’’ The Reverend 


-— 


Epwarp Wa.poLe WarREN, a son of Mr. Samver WARREN, . & 
the author of ‘“‘ Ten Thousand a Year,’’ and an alien residing _— * 
in England, in 1887 made a contract with the corporation of 4 
Trinity Church, New York, by which ke-was to remove to the 
city of New York and enter into the service of the corporation 
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~ as rector and pastor. In pursuance of this contract he removed 


to New York, and entered upon his duties as agreed. The 
action was brought to recover the penalties imposed by the 
Act. The Supreme Court, in a carefully reasoned judgment, 
assuming that the case was within the letter of the Act, 
held that the contract with Mr. Warren was not a contract 
within the meaning or spirit of the Act. The Court took into 
consideration the evil which the Statute was intended to 
remedy—an influx of foreign workmen engaged in unskilled 
labour, which might prejudicially affect the condition. of 
American workmen. The common sense of mankind had 
always been influenced by the absurdities which would follow 
from the literal construction of a statute, and had approved 
the judgment of Purrenporr that the Bologna law, which 
enacts that whoever draws blood in the streets shall be 
punished with the utmost severity, did not extend to a surgeon 
who opened the veins of a man who fell down in the street in 
a fit. There is also the case cited by PLowpen, that the 
Statute of Epw. 2, which enacts that a prisoner who breaks 
prison shall be guilty of felony, does not extend to a prisoner 
who breaks out when the prison is on fire, because he is not to 
be hanged because he would not stop to be burnt. The title 
of the American Act should not be overlooked, although this 
was merely an argument in favour of a doubtful interpretation. 
An English Court of Appeal would hardly, we think, have 
taken time to consider. This decision, which could be sup- 

rted by many_reported and unreported cases, is an interest- 
ing example of familiar rules of interpretation. 


Barristers’ Fees and the War. 

“Iv 1s never expected,’’ said Baytey, J., in Morris v. 
Hunt (1 Chit. 544), “it never has been the practice, and in 
many instances it would be wrong, that counsel should be 
gratuitously giving up their time and talents without receiving 
any recompense or reward.’’ These words were spoken. before 
the commencement of the reign of Queen Vrcroria, and it is 
worthy of note that during the whole of that reign the fees of 
counsel continued to increase in amount. Mr. Justice BAYLEY 
reminds us that fees are not recoverable by action, but says 


* that they ought to be paid when a brief is delivered, and that 


if counsel does not choose to insist on payment of his fees with 
the brief, he has nothing but the solicitor’s honour to look to. 
But debts of honour are often paid with more punctuality than 
ordinary debts, and although the continually increasing fees 
added a heavy burthen to the costs of litigation, the increase 
went on till the commencement of the present war. The 
position of counsel has now become wholly different from what 
it was in a period of abundant litigation. The barrister is 
painfully conscious of a diminished income owing to the 
depletion of cause lists and the scarcity of briefs. He suffers 
at.the same time, like the members of other professions, from 
a heavy addition to his domestic expenditure following the 
general increase of prices. But he cannot expect that fees 
which before the war were grudgingly paid should now enjoy 
the benefit of a war bonus. It may even be presumed that an 
attempt will be made to lower the standard which has hitherto 
been accepted. Any such reduction, should it be effected, 
would, we are afraid, press most hardly on those members of 
the profession who are least able to bear it. 


Perverse Verdicts. 

_ We Have received a letter of protest against. owr assump- 
tion, in the comments we made last week under the above 
heading on the case of Winterbotham, Gurney & Co. v. Sib- 
thorpe (ante, p. 364), that the bill of exchange there in ques- 
tion was affected by fraud. This assumption was in accord- 
ance with the report of the case, but we are informed that, 
had Mr. SrstHorpe. had an opportunity of going into the box 
he would have entirely rebutted the charge of fraud. Of 
course, we were only dealing with the matter from the practical 
view of procedure, but we are glad to give the same publicity 
to this denial as we did to our assumption that the report repre- 
sented the real fact. / 


The Acquisition of Land for Public 


Purposes. 
I 


We have already referred shortly (ante, p. 377) to the pro-~ 
posals made by the Land Acquisition Committee, of which Mr, 
Lesuiz Scort, K.C., is chairman, with respect to the acquisi- 
tion of land for public purposes. The Committée was 
appointed ‘‘to consider and report upon the defects in the 
existing system of law and practice involved in the acquisition 
and valuation of land for public purposes, and to recommend 
any changes that may be desirable in the public interest.” 
The proposals are contained in the First Report of © 
the Committee, which has just been issued, and the 
maih recommendations are directed to an extension of 
the principle of compulsory acquisition for purposes of public 
importance, and to a simplification of the procedure for obtain- 
ing such powers. At the same time, there has been issued a re- 
port of another Committee—the Committee on the Acquisition 
of Powers—of which Sir Georce Murray is thairman, which 
also is concerned with the question of reducing the cost and’ sim- 
plifying the process of obtaining Parliamentary powers for the 
execution of works of public importance ; but the deliberations 
of Sir Georce Murray’s Committee were mainly directed to 
the better adaptation of existing machinery for such purposes 
to the needs of loeal authorities. They were not at liberty to 
consider, as Mr. Lestie Scorr’s Committee have done, the 
question of a fundamental change in the mode of obtaining 
compulsory powers, and of thé two reports the chief interest 
appears to be in that of the Land Acquisition Committee. 

The Report of the Committee contains a valuable review of 
the existing system of obtaining compulsory powers. The 
best known of the statutes on the’ subject is of course the Lands 
Clauses Act, 1845, though that Act does not itself confer any 
such powers. It only contains the general clauses, which be- 
come operative for the purpose of a particular undertaking 
when a special Act has been passed authorizing the purchase or 
taking of lands: But a schedule which has been prepared by 
Mr. F. C. Barrett-Lennarp of the principal Acts relative to 
the compulsory acquisition of land enumerates some eighty 
Acts, besides the Metropolitan Paving and Management Acts, 
and other statutes relating to London. Another schedule 
shews the final authority in various cases for granting powers. 
In general, this is Parliament, but it may also be the Local 
Government Board, the Board of Trade, the Board of Agri- 
culture and Fisheries, or the Development Commissioners. 
The methods of procedure also are very various—more 
than a dozen in number—tand a summary of them is contained 
in a third schedule to the Report. These last two schedules 
have been supplied by the Local Government Board. It is not 
surprising that the system—or rather, want of system—reveals 
many anomalies. Thus a parish council, it is pointed out in 
the Report, can obtain authority to buy land compulsorily 
with the sanction of the county council approved by the Local 
Government Board; but if’the same land were required by 
the county council themselves, they could not obtain it com- 
pulsorily without either a private Bill, or a Provisional Order, 
which (in case-of determined opposition) involves the same 
expense and delay as a private Bill. And with regard to land 
for public offices, the Commissioners of Works, in whose pro- 
vince this lies (except where the acquisition is for the Admir- 
alty, War Office, or Post Office), possess no general compulsory 
powers, but have in each case to obtain a special Act; and, in 
respect of any post office site compulsorily acquired, a Post 
Office Sites Bill has to be promoted. 

The variety of the sanctioning authorities and of the modes 
of application for powers is, of course, only one aspect of the 
question. There is also the delay and expense of the procedure, 
especially the Private Bill procedure, and then the delay and 
expense, after the compulsory powers have been obtained, in 
putting them in motion. It is well known that the business oi 





obtaining land for public purposes is both slow and costly, and 





lit is usually worth while for the promoters to pay for land 
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more than it is worth if they can thereby save costs. The sys- 
tem may probably be ascribed to the introduction of railways, 
and seems to have been due to the efforts of landowners either 
to keep this novelty off their lands altogether, or to make the 
best bargain they could at the public expense ; and it has been 
allowed to go on since, because there was no special reason for 
a change, though the need for change was great enough. But 
the special reason is, in the view of the Committee, supplied 
by the conditions which may be expected to follow the war. 
Large schemes for providing housing accommodation will have 
to be undertaken, and extensive proposals for the development 
of agriculture and forestry, and for the reclamation and drain- 
age of land, will form an essential part of the policy of recon- 
struction. And these are only examples. ‘‘ Whenever,” says 
the Report, ‘‘ the public interest really requires the expropria- 
tion of private land, that land must be made available without 
any unnecessary delay or expense. On the other hand, both 
the private owner of the particular land and others affected 
by the expropriation must be given a substantia] protection 
against injustice, and the compensation to be provided must 
be fairly assessed.” 

There is, no doubt, a difference in principle between cases 
where land is required strictly for public purposes—purposes, 
that is, not yielding any special profit fo individuals—and cases 
where, although the land is to be used for purposes of public 
utility, yet it is to be taken for a commercial undertaking, and 
the profits of the undertaking are to go to private persons. 
The policy of the Lands Clauses Act was based upon the latter 
class of cases, and although in some earlier Acts—such as the 
Metropolitan Paving Act, 1917—a simpler procedure was 
allowed for the former class, yet this procedure was never codi- 
fied as was done in 1845, when the Lands Clauses Act general- 
ized the clauses which Parliament had considered to be applic- 
able to profit-earning undertakings. ‘‘ The result,’’ says the 
Report, ‘‘ has been that later Parliaments have departed from 
the earlier precedents, and have applied the Lands Clauses 
Acts, as a code ready to their hand, to acquisition of land by 
public authorities for whom it was not orrginally designed.”’ 

In these circumstances the Committee regard the need of 

establishing some simpler, more uniform, less costly, and more 
expeditious system for the compulsory acquisition of land for 
purposes of national importance as imperative; and such a 
result has already been reached in other English-speaking com- 
munities. In America, it is said, the application of the prin- 
ciple of ‘‘ eminent domain ’’ enables possession of land required 
for any purpose of public importance to be obtained as a rule 
within a few weeks ; though we should like some authority for 
this, for we have not been accustomed to regard America as 
the land of hustle in legal matters. And it is further stated 
in the Report that, in the great self-governing colonies of Aus- 
tralia and Canada, land can generally be resumed for public 
purposes by a simple system of Gazette notification, whereupon 
the land vests in the Crown, the owner’s interest being con- 
verted automatically into a claim for compensation. An ex- 
ample of this, it will be remembered, is to be found in Perry v. 
Clissold (1907, A.C. 73); and the system is, perhaps, facili- 
tated by the fact that colonial land is, we believe, held by 
modern grant from the Crown. At the same time, this would 
not fully account for the difference, because formerly colonial 
statutes incorporated the procedure under the Lands Clauses 
Act, and it is only since the beginning of the present century 
that the simpler procedure for the acquisition of land for prac- 
tically every kind of public purpose has been substituted. 
_ Accordingly, in order to place the matter on a sounder foot- 
ing, and to provide for the rush of applications for land for 
public purposes which is anticipated, the Committee propose to 
place all public undertakings, whether for profit or not, on 
the same footing, and they conclude their review of this part 
of the matter as follows :— 


_ We recommend accordingly, as a general principle, that any 
public department or local authority, on whom Parliament has im- 
e posed a duty or conferred a power, the due performance or exer- 
cise of which involves the acquisition of land, should be able to 
acquire land compulsorily by some simple and expeditious pro- 
cedure. We further think that, having regard to the urgent need 





of stimulating productive industry, and the lack of capital for 
purposes of commercial enterprise after the war, any private com- 
pany or individual, who can prove to the satisfaction of a suitable 
independent authority that his ‘‘ undertaking” serves a public 
purpose, should have similar facilities for the acquisition of land. 

The principle is a general one, as is recognized in the French 
expression “‘ Bapropriation pour cause d’utilité publique.”” _When- 
ever the public interest requires the expropriation of particular 
land, there should be a simple form of procedure to effect the 
purpose, just compensation being made to the owner affected. 

In short, we are strongly of opinion that there should be estab- 
lished one general system for the obtaining of compulsory powers 
for the acquisition of land, and that this should be made applicable 
to Government departments, local authorities, railway companies, 
and all other bodies or persons, who can prove that it is necessary 
or desirable in the public interest that such powers shoild be 
conferred. 


(To be continued.) 


A Ministry of Health. 


It lias been announced that a Government Bill for the establish- 
ment of a Ministry of Health will probably be introduced in the 
House of Commons immediately after the Easterc recess. The 
establishment of new Ministries is no uncommon thing just now, 
but some of them are only. for the period of the war and their 
existence is temporary. Others, like the proposed Ministry of 
Justice, which is still speculative, and this Ministry of Health, 
which promises to be realised, are of permanent importance, and 
they indicate the more serious and enlightened views which are now 
being taken of State activity. 

The imminence of a Ministry of Health Bill has been apparent 
for some months. Last September draft legislation for the purpose 
was submitted to the Government for its consideration. This, we 
believe, had been prepared on behalf of the leading insurance 
organizations, and in a summary of, recent health developments 
which appeared in the Times of the 25th of that month the various 
bodies which now have the control of the matter were specified. 
“The local health authorities have, in the last seventy years, 
developed an enormous system of sanitary organization for the 
provision of proper drainage, pure water, healthy dwellings, for 
the control of epidemics, the avoidance of nuisances, and generally 
for the furtherance of conditions favourable to health. The great fali 
in the death-rate is eloquent evidence of the work that has been 
done. During the last ten years they have, as a recent report issued 
from the Local Government Board states, shown t and increas- 
ing activity in maternity and infant welfare and a corresponding 
decrease in the rates of infant mortality has been their reward. 








‘They are also charged with the provision of hospitals for infectious 


disease, sanatoria for tuberculosis, gratuitous treatment of venereal 
disorders, ophthalmia in infants, and some other complaints.” 
Then there are the education authorities, who have been active 
under the Board of Education in attending to the health of the 
scholars; the Insurance Comfnission has at the same time 
established a widespread system of medical treatment for insured 
persons ; and, more recently, new local committees have been set up 
which will look after the treatment of men disabled in the war. 
This represents a large amount of uncoordinated activity, but 
still it does not cover the whole field of disease, whether for _—. 
tive or curative purposes, and it is hoped that a Ministry of Health 
will at once coordinate present methods and correct their develop- 
ment. 

Moreover, the mention of these various authorities suggests that 
they may have conflicting interests, and in addition there are the 
doctors and the friendly societies to be considered, and possibly 
others. A certain divergence of view between those who are 
interested in Local Government Board administration and in 
National Insurance respectively has already been apparent in com- 
munications to the Press ; and the suggestion has been made that 
the Local Government Board could be easily developed into a 
Ministry of Health, “ towards which it has been steadily growing 
year by year” (see Mr. BensamMin Broapsent’s letter to the Times 
of 11th October, 1917), a suggestion not apparently acquiesced in by 
the National Insurance organizations. At the same time, we gather 
that the object of these organizations is primarily to improve the 
central health administration, and not to interfere with the work 
of the local health authorities. In October last Mr. Luoyp Grorce 
received a deputation from the joint committee of Approved 
Societies and the Conference of the Amalgamated Society of Indus- 
trial Assurance, representing about 12 million insured persons. 
The objects of the deputation were the early establishment of a 
Ministry of Health on lines satisfactory to Nationa] Health Insur- 
ance organizations, and the early passage into law of a Bill for the 
simplification of insurance administration. The Prime Minister, 
it will be remembered, diverged from the immediate subject to make 
a striking reference to Alsace-Lorraine, but on the question of a 
Ministry of Health Bill he was less definite, 








Bye teteoreye. i 
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The matter was advancéd by a letter to the Press last January, 
signed by Major Wavworr Astor and several other members of 
Parliament, in which it was pointed out that there were three ways 
of proceeding: (1) To ciiibine and reorganize existing Depart- 


_ ments; (2) to establish an entirely new Ministry, leaving all the 


old Departments to continue their activities in a more or less 
emasculated condition ; and (3) to go on talking, inquiring, creating 
new vested interests, and wasting much energy; and the first of 
these was urged as the most practical. What, in the opinion of the 
signatories, was essential was to get co-ordination aj the head 
instead of the existing overlapping and duplication, and they sug- 
gested as the heads of a Bill the following :— 

Clause 1.—Establish a Ministry of Health to co-ordinate and 
develop measures for ithe health of the people throughout 
England and Wales. 

’ QOlause 2.—(i.) Power to transfer by Order in Council to that 
new Health Ministry all the powers of the Nationai Health 
Insurance for England and Wales. 

(ii.) Power to transfer by Order in Council to the new 
Ministry all the powers of the Local Government Board. 

(iii.) Power to transfer by- Order in Council to the new 
Ministry various health powers from other Departments. 

(iv.) Power to transfer hereafter from the new Ministry to 
other Departments any powers which, being now transferred to 
it for convenience at present, are found to be unsuitable for the 
Health Ministry to hold. 

Clause 3.—A consequential clause (or clauses) to provide for 
the Joint Committee of National Health Insurance and other 
necessary matters in relation to Scotland and Ireland. 

This would have the adyantage of merging under one Minister 
the two existing Departments (the Local Government Board and 
Insurance Commission) that have the largest functions in relation 
to the health of the people, thus reducing the actual number of 
Government Departments, and it embodies the principle that there 
must in time be one, and only one, central Department dealing 
with all health powers and with all local authorities and bodies on 
heaith matters. 

Quite recently there has been a national health conference con- 
vened by the Faculty of Insurance and attended by several hundred 
delegates of the principal insurance committees and approved 
societies, and Lord Ruonppa, speaking on “ A Ministry of Health— 
An Urgent War Measure,” deplored the difficulty of “getting a 
move on.” The Local Government Board and National Health 
Insurance should, he said, never have been separated, and the 
sooner they were brought together again the better, and this, 
as regards health, would—so we gather he meant—hbe effected by 
the proposed Ministry of Health. Hence it seems probable that the 
Bili will propose to co-ordinate the public health functions hitherto 
exercised by the different Departments, and, having regard to Lord 
Ruonppa’s views on the saving of child life, it may be expected 
that the question of midwifery, and the care of expectant and 
nursing mothers and of young children will be covered ; and pre- 
sumably national health insurance will be brought in. 

Whether the Bill will go further, and provide for any scheme of 
medical reorganization, is more questionable. This is part of the 
wider question of the Nationalization of Health, on which an 
interesting chapter will be found in Mr, Havetock Et1is’s “ Essays 
in War Time,’ published in 1916. His theme is that the private 
practice of medicine is out of date. ‘“‘ Medicine has outgrown the 
capacity of any individual doctor ;the only adequate private practi- 
tioner must have a sound general knowledge of medicine with an 
expert knowledge of a dozen specialties.’’ Moreover, medicine is 
becoming more and more transformed into hygiene, and between 
the two the private practitioner's position, it is said, is becoming 
untenable. “He cannot cope with the complexity of modern 
medicine; he has no authority to enforce its hygiene.” A State 
service of medicine, with its access for each individual to specialists, 
when necessary, and to modern medical and surgical resources, is, 
in some respects, an attractive proposition, and both national 
insurance and the mobilization of doctors for the war has made it 
more practicable than seemed at all likely twenty years ago, when 
Mr. Haverock,Etus first advocated it ; but we imagine the Ministry 
of Health Bill will rather pave the way for such a step than 
definitely provide for it, | 








In the House of Lords last week, the Archbishop of Canterbury asked 
whether it was possible for the Government to make any statement as 
to the probability of the introduction of a Bill on the subject of tithe. 
He said there was anxiety in different parts of the country to know 
what was going to happen. Lord Hylton replied that the subject was 
receiving t 
when the House reassembled after the Easter recess to be in a position 
to make a more definite statement. 


e most careful attention of the Government, and he hoped, 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. ” , 


ALLCOCK v, ROGERS, 22nd March. 


WoRKMEN’s CoMPENSATION—INJURY By ACCIDENT CAUSED BY BomsB FROM 
Enemy ArrRCRAFT—DANGER INCIDENT TO THE PLACE OF WoRK— 
‘* ARISING OUT’’ OF THE EMPLOYMENT—WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
Acr, 1906, s. 1 (1). ‘ 

The applicant was cleaning a brass plate on the street side of a door 
on his employer’s premises, when a bomb from an enemy aircraft fell 
in the street, some distance away. The force of the explosion which 
yard threw the applicant down, and the fall caused a slight injury 
to his leg. 








In a claim for compensation, ¢ 


Held, that as there was ng evidence that the place where the applicant 
was working was a.place of special danger, the onus on him of establish- 
ing that his work exposed him to a danger incident to the situation 
was not discharged, and the claim for compensation failed. 

Thom v. Sinclair (61. Sortcrrors’ Journnat, 351; 1917, A. C. 127) on 
this ground distinguished, 

The respondent owned a public-house in the East-end of London. 
The appellant, who was engaged as potman, was cleaning a brass plate 
on the street side of the door of the public-house when he was knocked 
down by the concussion caused by the exploding of a bomb dropped 
from an enemy aircraft in the street some distance away. He claimed 
compensation for injury to his leg caused by the fall. The claim came 
before his honour Judge Graham at Bow County Court, sitting as an 
arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, and the case pro- 
ceeded to trial upon the following admissions : (1) That the applicant 
was employed by the respondent; (2) that he was working for the 
respondent cleaning a brass plate on the outside (i.e., on the street 
side) of the door of the public-house; (3) that a bomb fell in the 
street ; (4) that "he was injured by concussion; (5) that he was entitled 
to the sum of £8 5s. if the respondent was liable to any sum. The 
county court judge, in a written judgment, held that the applicant 
was entitled to compensation and awarded him £8 5s. The appeal was 
heard in camera. The Court (Swinfen Eady, be gas ce and Scrutton, 
L.JJ.) having allowed the appeal, decided that the result of their 
decision ought to be published in view of the fact that the judgment 
of the county court judge was reported L. J. C. C, Rep. A note to’ 
that effect appeared in the Weekly Notes of 1st December, 1917. The 
applicant appealed. In support of the appeal the following cases were 
referrgd to : Dunham v. Clare (1902, 2 K. B. 292, 50 W. R. 596) ; Trim 
Joint District School v. Kelly (1914, A. C+ 667); Z'hom v. Sinclair (61 
Sonicitors’ Journat, 351; 1917, A. C. 127); Dennis v. White (60 
Sorictrors’ Journat, 385; 1917, A. C. 417); and Aikell v. Gudgeon 
(62 Sonscrrors’ Journat, 174). Without calling upon counsel for the 
respondent, ee é 

Lord Frxtay, C., in moving the appeal should be dismissed, said 
that the principles governing such cases as the present had heen laid 
down in that House repeatedly, and very recently in Dennis v. White 
(supra). It was there pointed out that there might be cases where 
it was* necessary to inquire whether the nature of the employment 
specially exposed the, workman to a risk of a general nature, and 
then the case of lightning was put and the case of a bomb thrown 
from hostile aircraft. Now here all the evidence was that a workman 
was in the street when he was injured by a German bomb. If it had 
been shewn by any evidence that the risk of ——e struck by a bomb 
from German aircraft was incidental to passing through or being in 
a street during an air raid in the sense that there was a special danger 
from German bombs to persons in a street as distinguished from per- 
sons in houses, it might be another matter, but there was no finding 
to that effect. It was impossible therefora to say that the spot to 
which the applicant was sent was specially exposed to the danger of 
bombs as distinguished from the public-house itself, and it was equally 
impossible to say that there was either evidence or a finding that the 
danger of being struck by a bomb can be called a street risk in the 
sense of being incident to passing through or being in the street during 
an air raid. It was suggested that this was a test case, but he 
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422 3 
could not see what a decision in the case achieved. Their lordships’ | to make payments due from them owing to circumstances attributable : T 
decision depended simply upon the fact that thete was neither evidence | to the war, and should be liberally and beneficially construed : see 4 th 
nor finding that this was a distinctly street risk from which the man Heydon’s case (3 Co. Rep, 8), where it was said that the office of the t/ = ia to 
met with injury when he was engaged in the street upon his master’s judges was always ‘‘to make such construction as shall suppress the eth 
business. : mischief and advance the remedy,” and Hastman Photo. Materials Coy, Ss ¥ Se 
_ Lord Arkinson said there was no evidence before the county court (Limited) v. Comptroller Genctal vi Patents (1898, A. C. 571, per Lord ~~ #1 
judge that the applicant was injured through a risk specially attendant Halsbury, at p. 572). In his lordship’s opinion the Act must be con- ° 
upon his being in the street as distinguished from his being in any | strued as extending to any judgment or order for the payment of any . ca 
other place. On that ground the appeal failed. sum of money whatever unless excluded by the Act itself or by subse- . ca 

Lord Parker concurred. ; uent Act or Order in Council. It would thus extend to-the costs wl co 

Lord W RENBURY said that in the course of this man’s employment | the subject of the present application, and leave was therefore ne: essary | oo 
he was in a certain place. Was there any evidence@hat it was a to proceed to execution. . = th 
dangerous place—i.e., a place which had some quality which- resulted Bankes, L.J., and Eve J., delivered judgment to the same effect.— : 
in danger, for instance, that an insecure wall which might fall existed Counset, Theobald Mathew; H. Johnston. Soricrrors, TJheodore : a 
there’ If there was it did not matter whether anyone knew or antici- Goddard & Co.; Lovell & White. : Se t 
pated that it was dangerous..~As an illustration, in 7'rim Joint District [Reported by H. Laweronp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 3 x bi 


School v. Kelly (supra), it was not material that no one anticipated 
that boys would attack their master. In fact, they did. And if that 
fact. shewed that there was a danger incident to the situation, then 
the Act applied. There was nothing of that kind here. This place 
was not by any evidence shewn to be a dangerous place; there was 
no evidence that it had any quality which made it more dangerous than 
any other place. The only evidence was that danger resulted in the 
place, but not that it resulted from any danger connected with the 
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High Court—Chancery Division -AR ? 

THE IMPERIAL TOBACCO CO. v. PASQUALI. d-the-Metter of TH a wv 

IMPERIAL TOBACCO CO.’S TRADE MARKS. Astbury J. 8th March, “ 

Trapg Mark—Morton to Recriry Recistern—Common Worps— Beck Hula a i 
$ By, 





ylace, as a place. Z'hom y. Sinclair (supra), in his opinion, did not apply. : a 
Appeal dismissed, with costs. —Counse., Allie Hill and D. i. J. | MEXtAL- Reormwewt Distivcrive Usie—Passrna._ Ors Ixramnae! * 
Hartley, for the appellant; Shakespeare, for the respondent. Soxict- 3541. Se ee ae { me ee a . + 
erate CRM AS. Serene DS, Soe oe See The plaintiffs’ predecessors in title had always sold their cigarettes $ Je 
[Reported by Ensxins Raip. Barrister-at-Law.] as the f Smith's Deghnenial Cigarettes.” In 1885 they register¢ d the . re 
Po ———_—_——— words ‘‘ Regimental Cigarettes” asa trade mark, and in 1908 the plain- C8 
‘ tiffs eng ge 4 word ** Regimental ” for where ae ere - Sh 
form in which they sold their cigarettes. n e dejendant, P Pant 
Court of Appeal. ‘withoug any haasletge of the seltleniia of = pene: gt eee . +o 
trade marks, began to sell cigarettes in boxes decorated with regiment di 
DOBB +. H. DOBB (LIM.}-AND OTHERS. No. }. 1ith, 18th and badges, which he called Pasquali’s “The Regiment ”’ Rgh-class Vir- eat 
26th March. ginia cigarettes. The plaintiffs sought an injunction against the defen- wi 
Emercency Lecistation—Execurion to Enrornce Orper ror Payment | @@nt for infringement and passing off, and the defendant moved the wi 
or Costs—Leave or Court Necrssany—Courts (Emercency | Court to remove the plaintiffs’ marks from the register. ' - 
Powers) Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gee. 5, o. 78),.s. 1 (1) (a). Held, (1) That the plaintiffs had failed to prove passing off, as the BB ¢. 
The provisions of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, include word “* Regimental,” as used by them in the title “‘ Smith’s Regimental gq 3. 
any sum of money an order for the payment or recovery of which ia | Cigarettes, had not acquired a secondary meaning. ; 
y sum y / pay y of a Sn f 4 
sought to be enforced by execution or otherwise, except such sums as (2) That the plaintiffs’ trade marks did not entitle them to a he 
are expressly or impliedly excluded by the Act, or by subsequent Act or the defendant of an ‘honest and lucrative business in no sense filchec f 
Order in Council, and therefore the leave of the Court ia necessary to | from the plaintiffs. / 
enforce an order for the payment of costs made in an action, other than (3) That the question whether the word ‘‘ Regiment” was an in- 4 
an action of tort. fringement of the different word ** Regimental "’ depended on whether os me | 
Original motion by the~defendant Henry Dwbb, for an order for leave | it was calculated to cause the defendant's goods to be taken by ordinary 4 3 M 
to proceed to issue execution or otherwise for the enforcement of an | purchasers for those of the plaintiffs, which was not so in this case. : a\? 
— — by the Court hogy ry, bow ami ~~. as ae — Edwards «. Dennis (1885, 30 Ch. D. 454) applied. @ 
defendant with costs in the Court of Appeal anc elow, and asking ~~ “47, , % 
that the application should be referred re A master fee him 16 inquire (4) That the words were not entitled to protection, and ought not to 3 


into the facts and report thereon to the Court of Appeal. The action 
was one brought for breach of a partnership agreement executed before 
the war. The plaintiffs contended that the Courts (Emergency Powers) 


have been registered, and that there was full jurisdiction to remove 
them, which must be done. : 
Wighill v. Jackson (1916, 1 C¥. 213) applied. 


Acts, 1914 to 1917, did not apply to any claim for costs, and therefore (5) That the words were not capable of being rendered distinctive — 
that the leave of the Court was not required, and the application should | by user. : ~ 
be refused. Cur. adv. vult. Re Sharpe's Trade Mark (1915, 32 R. P. C.) applied. or re 
Swinren Eapy, L.J., said the question raised was of considerable Re National Cash Register Company’s Applications (1917, 54 2. P. ¢ o ry 
importance and affected daily practice, and as there were conflicting ” distinguished. — i. ; in infri a geal 
decisions upon it, it was expedient that_that Court should decide its his wds an action for an injunction to restrain infringemen oo al 
construction and effect. The effect of section 1 (1) (a) was that from | passing off. The defendant denied the infringement and the Pee he ’ co 
and after 31st August, 1914, no person could proceed to execution on | Off, and moved to have the marks removed from the ee . oes ¥ fo 
or otherwise to the enforcement of any judgment or order for the pay- | facts were as follows: In 1885 F. & J. Smith, tobacco Mmanulac Pua x 
ment or recovery of any sum of money to which the sub-section applied | of Glasgow, registered the words Regimental Cigarettes : ie. Paton d (wl 
without the leave of the Court. The difficulty was to determine what mark for cigarettes. in 1893 the started to sell vo? Shieh’ had : we 
was ‘‘a sum of money to which this sub-section applies.” The Act | cigarettes as ‘‘ Smith's Regimental Cigarettes. The sale, kon aoe th 
contained no provision defining it in terms; it excluded certain moneys, | been very good, had dwindled. In 1901. their business was ta sat “ th 
leaving it to be inferred that was not excluded must be deemed to be | by the plaintiff company. In 1908 the plaintiff hante i dhe sellin 2 ; en 
included. Sums of money due and payable under post-war contracts | the word * Regimental for tobacco, tes mets Se Cee wall om fe 
were excluded from its operation, unless those contracts were for pay- | of ‘‘ Smith's Regimental Cigarettes, which still had a — a vd f th 
nent of rents of less than £50 a year, which it was obviously intended, | 1916, the defendant, a London tobacconist, who — aie contd oo m 
though not expressly- provided, to include. It was then provided that | Smith’s Regimental Cigarettes or the plaintiffs’ tra Pasa ati” a The » C1 
sub-section 1 applied to certain life or endowment policies, thus im- | sell boxes of cigarettes, with regimental cre, gt Salah adtained m 
pliedly excluding all other life or endowment policies. A sum of,money | Regiment ”’ high-class \ tT th cigarettes. 4 ine “4 fondant T 
payable by or recoverable from the subject of a sovereign or State at | an enormous sale, and in 1917 the plaintiffs meee that disc a it a 9 
war with His Majesty was excluded (section 1 (7) ). It was urged that | was using the word ‘‘ Regiment, and desired 3 ~ wr re om eo 
the Act should be limited to moneys payable under some contract, but to | which he refused to do. They then commenced t is by ment 9 A aener u 
do so would be merely guessing at what the Legislature intended. By | fendant thereupon moved to have their marks remove ro ap ie 
section 2 (4), His Majesty might, by Order in Council, provide that the |-on the ground (inter alia) that at the date = register ra Sedesy ae Fr 
Act should have effect subject to such limitations as were contained in | word “ Regimental’’ was not distinctive, ye ened “Re iment.” f Kk 
the order. It had been so limited both by subsequent Order and by | descriptiye, in the same manner as his user o the wo oe for ae 
statute. An Order in Council] of 17th September, 1914, provided that | There was evidence that for-‘many years it was a pages toon a fe 
section 1 (1) should not apply to proceedings for levying any “i oe wegpent te re _ crests on their cigarettes, which were : 
recognizance, or for the enforcement of any affiliation order, and the | the regimental cigarettes. — i . = 
Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917, fom. ave 6, provided that that Astaury, J., after stating the facts, said : By pices oolies _ tt 
section of the Act of 1914 should not apply to any order for the pay- | cigarettes as ‘‘ Smith’s Regimental Cigarettes . a meaning > de 
ment of money or costs made in any action of tort. In his lordship’s | prevented the word ‘“ regimental ” from ac pee Se ee oe em 
opinion the scheme of the Act was to embrace all judgments or orders | so as to denote their goods. The passing o “The er is whether m 
for any sum of money, unless excluded, and then to leave it to His | ‘the only issues are infringement and se ee § oes ag P 
Majesty in Council to exclude from time to time whatever might be | the possession of their anes ns al ae re meyonnns filched (oot them. ~ 


thought necessary. The statute was intended to relieve persons unable 
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' The question whether the word “Regiment” is an infringement of 
the different word ‘‘ Regimental ’’ depends on whether it is calculated 






"the to cause the defendant’s goods to be taken by ordinary purchasers for 
| the those of the plaintiffs: see Kerly on Trade-Marks, 4th Ed., p. 431; 
| Co, Seisco v. Provevenda: (1866, L. R. 1 Ch. 192); Edwards v. Dennis 
Lord (supra). The words are absolutely common and ordinary English words, 
= and as the policy of the trade-marks registration law is to prevent appli- 
te cants monopolizing words of that nature, the Court ought to be equally 
bee- careful not to create an equivalent monopoly by holding that one 


common and ordinary English word is an infringement of another, 
especially when its use is not calculated to lead to passing off. In 
the present case the words are different and the get-up wholly dis- 
similar, and I hold that there is no infringement. The question 
remains whether the marks ought to be removed under section 35 of 
the Trade-Marks Act, 1905, which gives thé Court power to remove 
any entry made without sufficient cause or wrongly remaining on the 
register. Having regard to the date of registration, these marks, 
honestly registered, must, under section 41, be taken to be valid in 
all respects unless they offend against section 11, which provides that 
it shall not be lawful to register as a trade-mark any matter the use of 
which would, by reason of its being calculated to deceive, “‘ or other- 
wise,’ be disentitled to protection in a court of justice. Now, these 
registrations are an attempt to monopolize a word which is the common 
roperty of the public as well as the tobacco trade. They have not 
Doe distinctive by user, and were disentitled to protection at the 
time they were registered. They ought not to have been registered. 
There is, therefore, full jurisdiction to remove them: see Wrghill v. 
Ordinary laudatory words are not capable of being 






















tes 5/7 Jackson (supra). 
the ) «rendered distinctive by user : see Re Sharpe's Trade-mark (supra), which 
in- » case contains a convenient summary of the authorities, including Fe 
he > Casella & Co, (1910, 2 Ch. 240), The Registrar of Trade-Marks v. W. 
nt, - >) & G. du Cros (Limited) (1913, A. ©. 624). In the recent case of The 
or _ National Cash Register Company’s Applications (supra), thirty years’ 
tal ' distinctive user prior to the application for registration was proved, 
ir- * and there is nothing in the judgments in that case which conflicts 
n- ' with the other authorities. The action must, therefore, be dismissed 
he with costs, and the marks removed, and the plaintiffs must pay the costs 
of the motion, including those of the Registrar—CounseL, Waller, 
he K.C., and Sebastian; Colefax, K.C., and Hunter ‘Gray; Austen 
a Cartmell. Sotricrrors, McKenna & Co., for Robert Still, Bedminster, 
Bristol ; Urquhart, Fisher. & Co.; The Solicitor for the Board of Trade. 
oe ’ [Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
od hy f . 6d . = 
. . ’ 5 ) Ss . — . 
: King’s Bench Division. 
ee + CUTTS v. TALTAL RAILWAY CO. (LIM.). Div. Court. 15th March, 
Master snp Servant—Contracr Requirep To Bz EvipENCED IN WRIT- 
. ING—RESCISSION—VARIATION—ACCORD AND SATISFACTION—IMPLIED 
Rescisston sy UNENFORCEABLE PARot ConTRACr—SrtatuTe or FRAvDS 
‘0 (29 Car. -2, c. 3), s. 4. : 
. Aftontract for service abroad for three years, made between employers 
gid a number of men, provided that wages should be paid at the rate 
; of fifty-four hours per week for a working week of six days. On the 
e outbreak of war the employers intimated to the, men that tt would be 
necessary to discharge some of them unless the number of hours was 
reduced to forty-five for a week of five days. At a meeting of the men 
they agreed by a majority to work under the proposed arrangement. 
. The plaintiff, who was one of these men, continued his work, and each 
1 week he was paid his wages at the rate of forty-five hours a week. He 
i completed the term of three years, and then claimed wages for 51 days, 
2 for which he had not been paid. 


Held, applying Morris v. Baron & Co. (1918, 1 A. C. 1), that, as it 
was not intended to rescind, but to vary, the original contract, which 
was required by the Statute of Frauds, 8. 4, tobe in writing, therefore 
the variation could not be made by parol; and as-the dejendints on 
the facts, did not establish accord and satisfaction, the plaintiff was 
entitled to recover the unpaid wages. 


: Appeal from the City of London Court. The plaintiff entered 
, _ the service of the defendants, the appellants, under an _agree- 
_ ment dated 27th January, 1913, to ge to the Republic of 

' Chili, and serve them there for three years, in his trade as a 

moulder, He was to be paid monthly at the rate of £20 per month. 
The minimum working time was to be ‘fifty-four hours per week of 
six days, and in the event of any holiday upon which the works were 
closed occurring in any week. the minimum number of hours for that 
week were reduced by nine hours for each day’s holiday. If the engage- 
ment continued during the whole term of three years the company 
> (es to pay the plaintiff second class, passage back to the United 
ingdom. Immediately after the outbreak of the war there was a 
7 reduction of traffic on the defendants’ railway, and insufficient work 
' for the defendants’ staff, and, on 8th August, 1914, the management 

* caused a meeting of the men to be called to consider the position. The 
representative. of the men, who presided thereat, informed the men 

that owing to the insufficiency of work it would be necessary for the 

' defendants to discharge a number of the hands employed unless. the 

» men would all agree to a reduction in the hours of working. The 


meeting so agreed by a majority, the plaintiff being present, and they 
agreed to the arrangement that Saturday should be the day considered 
as a holiday, and the number of working hours per week should be conse- 


quently reduced. The plaintiff continued working under the new arrange- 
ment until 6th March, 1916, and he continued in the defendants’ service 
for the full term of the agreement. 
paid home. The’ plaintiff, as provided by the agreement, claimed 
£39 10s. 6d. for fifty-one days at 15s, 6d. per day for each Saturday 
for which wages had not been paid. The judge gave judgment for 
the plaintiff for the amount claimed on the mde that the plaintiff 
never agreed to accept the lesser sum; that there was no.consideration 
to support the taking of¢that lesser sum; and that the plaintiff took 
the lesser sum under protest, as otherwise he would have been com- 
pelled to return to this country at his own expense. The defendants 
appealed. 

Avory, J., having stated the facts, said the defendants answer to 
the claim was that the plaintiff was estopped by his own conduct from 
disputing that there had been a variation of the agreement, or that he 
was estopped from disputing that the original agreement had been 
rescinded. It seemed to be clear from the evidence that what was 
done was never treated as a rescission of this contract. Even from 
the defendants’ own point of view, it was a variation of the contract 
only, and of one clause of the contract, which provided for the mini- 
mum working time being fifty-four hours per week of six days. The 
only alteration introduced was that thd working time was reduced 
to forty-five hours in a week of five days, It seemed clear that there 
was a variation, or attempted variation, of this written agreement, 
which, being for service for three years, was required by section 4 
of the Statute of Frauds to be in writing. It was an attempted varia- 
tion of an original agreement which was required to be in writing, and 
their attention had been drawn by the plaintiff's counsel to the decision 

f Morris v. Baron (1918, A. C. 1). The head note of this case was as 
follows : ‘‘ A contract for the sale of goods of more than £10 in value 
| evidenced in writing as required by section 4 of the Sale of Goods 
Act, 1893, may be gone rescinded by a parol contract for the 

sale of goods, though unenforceable by reason of its non-compliance 
with the statute, where there is a clear intention to rescind as distin- 
guished from an intention to vary.’’ In accordance with this decision 
it was contended that there could be no effective variation of this 
contract, and consequently the defendants were not entitled to set up 
any verbal variation of this contract. They ought, it was said, if 
they intended to rely on any alteration of the original contract, to have 
had the alteration reduced into writing in-erder to comply with the 

Statute of Frauds. It-seemed to follow from this that the defendants 
were not entitled to say that the plaintiff was estopped from relying 
on the original contract. If that original contract was not varied by any 
valid document in writing, then it remained unaltered and in force, not- 
withstanding a parol variation. Then it was argued for the defendants 
that, even if the conduct of the plaintiff did not operate as an estoppel, 
the defendants were entitled to plead an accord and satisfaction in thie 
sense, that the plaintiff, month by month, accepted a reduced amount 
in payment of his wages, that he accepted it without protest made at 
the time, and that consequently he could not now claim to be paid 
the balance which he alleged became due to him each week. Whether 
he did accept month by month, so that his acceptance did amount 
to accord and satisfaction, was a question of fact to this extent, that 
the plea was not proved unless the evidence showed that the plaintiff in- 
tended, when he accepted the less amount, to accept it in satisfaction 
and full discharge of his claim. The plaintiff's evidence, especially in 


His second class passage was then 
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the conclusion, as a matter of fact, that the plaintiff did intend 
to accept the less sum at the time when he took it month by month in 
full discharge of the wages owing to him by the defendants. But 
the judge clearly. came to a different conclusion in fact. At first it 
seemed possible that the judge meant that the plaintiff had protested 
against payment of the lesser sum. If this had been so, there was no 
evidence of this-in fact, and they would not have been bound by his 
finding. But it appeared that he meant the plaintiff's mind and will 
were protesting against it, because, if he had refused to take the lesser 

te would have been compelled to return to England at his own 


sum, ; h i 
expense. This would appear to be a question of fact upon which this 
Court would not be entitled to overrule the judge. The appeal must 
therefore be dismissed. 


Satter, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Counstt, 
Maddocks, for the appellant ; Kilis Hill, for the respondent. SoLicrrors, 
Narton, Rose, Barrington & Co.; Arthur Neab & Son. 

[Reported by G. H. KEwvort, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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A 
Court of Criminal Appeal. 
REX». VOISIN. 
8th and 11th February. 

CriinaL Law—Evinence—Waritinc mabe sy Prisoner at Request 
or Potice Berone ARREST BUT WHILE DeTaINeD Penvine INQUIRIES 
—No Catrion GiveN—ADMISSIBILITY. 

A prisoner. while detained by the police, who were making inquiries 
with regard to a murder, made a statement, and was* then as sed to 
write certain words, which he did. No caution was given either before 
the statement was made or before the prisoner was asked to make the 
writing. The identity of the murdered person was not established 


until two days later, and the police then decided to charge the prisonet 
with the crime. At his trial the writing was put in evidence, 





cross-examination, would have led his lordship personally to come to . 





~<* Sees Se oo. Se 
« © > 


424 
———— 

Held, that the writing had been made voluntarily, and had been 
properly admitted in evidence. 

he appellant was indicted for the murder of one Madame Gerard. 
The headiess body of the murdered woman was found in a parcel with 
a label with the words “ Bladie Belgiam ” on it. The police detained 
the appellant at Bow-street police station for inquiries, and asked him 
several questions, the answers to which were written down in narrative 
form... He was then asked if he would write the words “ Bloody 
Belgian,’’ which he consented to do, and wrote ‘‘ Bladie Belgiam.’’ No 
caution was given to him either before he was asked the questions or 
before he was asked to write these words. The head of the deceased 
woman was found on the following day, and identified on the day 
after. After the identification the police decided to charge the appel 
lant with the murder. At his trial the-writing was put in evidence. 
The jury convicted the appellant, who appealed against his conviction 
on the ground that evidence of the writing was inadmissible. Cur. 
ady. vult, . 

The written judgment of the Court™(A. T> Lawrence, Lusn, and 
Satter, JJ.) was delivered by A..T. Lawrence, J.—It had been argued 
that this writing was inadmissible in evidence on the ground that it 
had been obtained by the police without their having first cautioned 
the appellant, and that it was obtained while he was in custody. A 
number of cases have been brought to the attention of the Court, and 
it is clear that the duty of the Judge to exclude statements must depend 
on the circumstances of each case, The general principle is admirably 
stated by Lord Sumner in his judgment in the Privy Council in 
Ibrahim v. R. (1914, A. C. 610). — The statement must be a voluntary 
statement. Any statement extorted by fear of prejudice or induced 
by hope of advantage held out by a person in authority is inadmissible. 
As Lord Sumner .has pointed out, logically these considerations go to 
the value of the statement rather than to its admissibility. The 
question whether the prisoner had been duly cautioned before the 
making of the statement was one of the circumstances which must be 
taken into consideration, and one on which the Judge must exercise 
his discretion. It cannot be said, as a matter of law, that the absence 
of a caution makes the statement inadmissible. It might tend to shew 
that the person was not on his guard as to-the importance of what he 
was saying, or as to its bearing on some charge of which he had 
nat been informed. Voisin wrote the words quite voluntarily. The 
mere fact that there were police officers present, or that the words 
were written at their request, or that Voisin was being detained at 
Bow-street police station, did not make the writing inadmissible. There 
was nothing in the nature of a ‘‘ trap” or of the ‘‘ manufacture "’ of 
evidence. The identity of the dead woman had not then been estab- 
lished, and the police, though they were detaining the appellant in 
custody for inquiries, had not decided to charge him with the crime. 
It is desirable in the interests of the community that investigations 
into crimes should not be cramped, and the Court is of opinion that 
they would be most unduly cramped if it were héld that a writing 
voluntarily made in the circumstances proved in this case was inadmis- 
sible in evidence. The mere fact that a statement was made in answer 
toa question put by a police-constable is not in itself sufficient to make 
it inadmissible in law. It might be, and often is, a ground for a Judge 
to exclude the evidencé, but he should do so only if he thinks that 
the statement was not voluntary in the sense which I have mentioned, 
or was an unguarded answer made in circumstances which rendered it 
untrustworthy, or made its admission against the prisoner unfair.— 








-Counsst, for the appellant, Z. WV. May; for the Crown,-R. D. Muir and 


Percival Clarke. Sotictrors, The Registrar of the Court of Criminal 
Appeal; The Director of Public Prosecutions. 


[Reported by A. L. B. Taesteen, Barrister-at-Law.} 





County Court Cases. 
R GOLDS. Brighton County Court. 
14th March. 
WorkKMEN’s CoMPENSATION—-COMPENSATION ApPoRTIONED To INFANT— 
Investment By Covurt—Tirte To Payment ovr on Masority— 
Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), Scoen. 1. Par. 
5—Worxmen's Compensation Rvtres, 1913, r. 60. 


Judge Mackarness. 


An infant dependant to whom a sum of money has been apportioned 
aa part of the compensation for the death of her father under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906, is not entitled as of right to have 

paid out when she becomes sui juris, but the judye retains unfettered 
control over the disposal of it for her benefit. 





The facts in this case sufficiently appear from the judgment. 

His Honour Judge Mackarness:—This was an application by 
Florence Golds for the payment out to her of £40, which™had been 
apportioned to her on Ist June, 1916, as a dependant of her late father, 
and ordered by the Court to be invested for her benefit in the Post 
Office Savings Bank. The sole ground put forward by herself and 
Ser mother on her behalf for the application was that the a plicant 
ad come of age and wished to invest the money for herself The 
mother strenuously urged, and the applicant’s elder brother did the 
same, that the applicant had a legal right to the money, and that the 
judge or arbitrator had no further control over it. No reason could 
» given for which the applicant wanted the money, She is supporting 
herself. She is not going to be married, or wishing to start in busi- 
ness, or doing anything else which the Court might regard as a proper 
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ground for ordering the money to be paid out to her. On the contrary, 
the Court is satisfied that in her interest it is highly desirable that the 
money should remain where it is.“ The Court is satisfied that it would 
either be squandered or go to persons for whom it was never intended. 
The opinion formed by the Court is that in this matter the applicant 
is really an instrument in the hands of her mother and brother. The 
important question then arises—which, so far as I can discoyer, has 
never been decided by a higher court—whether the judge or arbitrator 
retains unfettered control.over compensation money apportioned to a 
dependant who is or becomes sui juris. The answer appears to depend 
upon the fifth section of the Ist schedule to the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act, 1906, which is as follows: ‘‘ The payment in the case of 
death shall, unless otherwise ordered as hereinafter provided, be paid 
into the county court, and any sum so paid into court shall, subject 
to the rules of court and the provisions of this schedule, be invested, 
applied, or ‘otherwise dealt with by the Court in such manner as the 
Court in its discretion thinks fit for the benefit of the persons entitled 
thereto under this Act, and the receipt of the registrar of the court 
shall be a sufficient discharge in respect of the amount paid in.” It 
is quite clear that the terms of that section do not confine the control 
of the Court to funds only as long as the beneficiaries are not sui jurts, 
and when the Rules of Court referred toa are examined, the language 
used is almost precisely similar. Rules 60 (6) and (7) are the rules in 
point, and they provide that ‘the amount allotted to each dependant 
shall be invested, applied, or otherwise dealt with by the court for 
the benefit of the person entitled thereto in accordance with peragraph 
5 of the first schedule to the Act.”’ -Sub-sections (9) and (10) of rule 
60 provide for applications for investment, and rule 64 (1) provides for 
an application for the variation of an order made under rule 60 (9), 
hbut in regard to each application the court is given power “‘ to make 
such order under paragraph 5 of the first schedule and this rule as 
it may think fit.” The form of the award No. 24 (11) is confirmatory 
of the view that the court was intended to have unfettered discretion 
to order the investment and payment out of money awarded, subject 
to the right of the beneficiary to make application from time to time 
for further orders, and keeping in view always the benefit of the 
person entitled thereto. There is no doubt considerable force in the 
argument that a beneficiary on coming of age must be presumed to 
have an absolute right to money which has been apportioned to him 
or her, and in which no one else has any interest. On the other hand, 
the Legislature has thought fit to use language which negatives that 
presumption. Indeed, the policy and spirit of the Act seem to be to 
place the judge in loco parentia, and to give him the power which 
the deceased parent or other benefactor would have had to pay out 
of his wages such sums, and at such times, as he thought for the benefit 
of the dependent. Taking that view, I am ‘of opinion in this case 
that it is for the benefit of the applicant that this application should 
be refused.—The applicant appeared in person, accompanied by her 
mother and brother. 


New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 


On 19th March the Royal Assent was given to the following Act :— 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Act,.1918, 

And on 21st March to :— ~ 
Marriages (Ireland) Act, 1918. 
Overseas Trade Departments (Secretary) Act, 1918: 











Supreme Court Rules. 

THE NON-FERROUS METAL INDUSTRY ACT RULES, 1918 

1. Any question arising between the Board of Trade and any com- 
pany, firm or individual under section 1 of the Act, which by sub-sec. 
(5) of that section is required to be referred by the Board of Trade to 
the High Court of Justice for determination shall be stated in the form 
of an Issue. 

2. The Issue shall be intituled “In the matter of the Non-Ferrous 
Metal Industry Act, 1918’’ and “In the matter of a question [or ques- 
tions] arising under that Act between the Board of Trade and . . . .” 
(naming the applicant) and shall be im or to the effect of the form in 
the schedule to these Rules. 

3. The issue shall be prepared by the Board of Trade and a draft 
of the same shall be delivered or sent by post to-the applicant, who 
shall return the same ved or with any suggested alterations within 
fourteen days after the same shall have been delivered to him or ought 
in the ordinary course of post to have been received by him. If the 
draft issae is not returned by the applicant within such fourteen days 
the same shall at the expiration of that time be deemed to have been 
approved by him. Uf the applicant suggests any alteration in the form 
of the issue to which the Board of Trade do not agree the form shall 
be settled by one of the Masters of the King’s Bench Division on au 
application for that purpose. Te 

4. ‘Within fourteen days after the issue is approved or settled the 
Roard of Trade shall deliver or send by post to the applicant particulars 
in writing in a concise form of the facts and grounds on which they 
intend to rely at the trial of the issue, 

5. Within fourteen days after the receipt of the particulars referred 
to in rule 4 the applicant shall deliver or send by post to the Board 
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of Tmde particulars in writing in a concise form of the facts and 
ounds on which he intetids to rely at the trial of the issue. In 
efault thereof the applicant shall be deemed to rely only on a traverse 


© Or denial of the fagte and-grounds alleged in the Board of Trade’s 


articulars. 
6. Within 21 days after the delivery or posting of the particulars 
referred te in rule 4 the Board of Trade shall set down the issue for 


trial in the Crown Office at the Royal Courts of Justice in a list to be 


kept for that purpose and shall forthwith deliver or send by post to 
the applicant notice that they have so entered the same, 

7. issue shall be tried and determined by a Divisional Court of 
the King’s Bench Division of thé High Court of Justice consisting of 
two or more ——_ The Lord Chief Justice, or, in his absence, the 
senior Judge of the Kimg’s Bench Division, shall fix the day or days 
on which the list ref to in rule 6 shall be taken and the case or 
eases therein heard. Provided always that no. issue shall be in the 
day’s list for trial until after the expiration of 21 days from the time 
when the same is set. down for trial unless the Court or a Judge shall 
otherwise order. 

8. The evidence at the trial of the issue may be given either by 
affidavit or vivd voce or partly one and partly the other. Provided that 
if either party intends to rely on any evidence by affidavit they or he 
shall ten days at least before the trial deliver or send by post to the 
other party a copy of any affidavit intended to be used or in default 
shall not be allowed to use the same except by special leave of the Court. 

9. Kither party may within four days after receipt of a copy of any 
affidavit intended to E used as in rule 8 mentioned give to the other 
party a notice requiring the deponent to be ar ah at the trial for 
cross examination, and unless the deponent is so produced, his affidavit 
shall not be used unless by special leave of the Court. 

10. Hither party may give notice to the other to produce any docu- 
ment or documents at the trial. Either party may give to the other 
notice to admit facts or documents. 

11. The decision of the Court shall be entbodied in a certificate to 
be signed by the seriior Judge at the trial and the original thereof shall 
be fled in the Crown Office anda copy thereof ‘sent by the -Crown 
Office to the Board of Trade and tothe applicant respectively. 

12. No costs of the proceedings or issue shall be allowed to either 
party unless the Court. shall in any case by special order allow such 
costs. ‘ 

13. Any of the times limited by these rules may be extended or 
reduced by consent of the parties or by order of the Court or of a 
Master of the King’s Bench Division and any extension of the six 
months or longer period under sec. 1 (6) of the Act may be granted by 
order of the Court or cuch Master on an application for that purpose. 

14, The ordinary practice and rules of the King’s Bench Division 
the practice as to amendments, discovery, interrogatories, 
of documents or property, examination of witnesses in and out 
of Court, compelling attendance of witnesses, evidence, postponing the 
trial and service of proceedings) shall in so far as the same are not 
inconsistent with these rules apply to proceedings under these rules. 

15. Any interlocutory applications authorized by these rules or which 
may be necessary in the course of the proceedings may be made by 
summons intituled in the same manner as the issue in the form in the 
schedule to these fules to a Master of the King’s Bench Division whose 
decision shall be subject to an appeal to the Judge im Chambers. 

16. In these rules “the Act.’’ means the Non-Ferrous Metal 
Industry Act, 1918, the word “applicant ’’ means the Company, firm or 
individual applyin for a licence under the Act, or between whom and 
the Board of Trade the question or questions has or have arisen, and 
the word “ panty * means the Board of Trade or the applicant respec- 
tively and the singular includes the plural. _ 

17. These rules may be cited as the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry Act 
Rules, 1918. 

The Rule Committee certify that on account of urgency the said Rules 
should eome into immediate operation, and they make the said Rules 
to come into operation forthwith as Provisional Rules. 

19th March, 1918. 

Schedule. 


In the High ‘Court of Justice. 
King’s Bench Division. 
In the Matter of the Non-Ferrous Metal Industry Act, 


, an ‘ 
In the matter of a question [or questions) arising under 


4 
Between the Board of Trade 
a 
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(name of the Company or Firm or individual 
applying for the licence.) 
IssvB 
referred to the Court for determination pursuant to section 1, sub- 
section (5) of the above Act. 
Whereas a questiori has arisen [or questions have arisen] 
between the Board of Trade and the above named.................. 
(name of applicant or applicants) as to (here state the question 
or questions in the words of section 1, subsection (5) (a), (6), 
(c) or (d) of the Act). 
And whereas section 1, sub-section (5) of the above Act 
provides that the said wre uestions] shall be referred 
to the High Court of Justice for determination. 





ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D, 1720. 





SPECIAL TERMS GRANTED TO 


ANNUITANTS 
WHEN HEALTH IS IMPAIRED, 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, PLATE GLASS, 
ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, LIVE STOCK, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, THIRD PARTY, 
MOTOR CAR, LIFT, BOILER, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES. 





The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSTEE and EXECUTOR. 








Apply for full particulars of all classes of Insurance to the Secretary— 
Heap OrFrice: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
Law Courts BrANncH: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 


-ROYAL EXCHANGE 





Therefore let the same be determined accordingly. 
(Dated the day of , 191 


(Signed) 
For the Board of Trade. 
: Applicant [or applicants]. 
[We are obliged to hold over till next week the Forms under the Con- 
solidated County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules.] 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 22nd March contains the following :— 

1. Three Orders in Council, dated 22nd March (1) putting in force 
during the year 1918 the Summer Time (Isle of Man) Act, 1916; (2) 
entailing to the Isle of Man, with adaptation, the National Registra- 
tion (Amendment) Act, 1918; and (3) extending in like manner Defence 
of the Realm: Regulation 2 (2), enabling the Food Controller—in the 
Isle of Man the Lieutenant-General—to requisition fqod stocks. 

2. An Order in Council, dated 22nd March, varying the Statutory List 
under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 1915. 
Additions are made as follows :—Argentine, Paraguay, and Uruguay 
(2); Bolivia (2); Brazil (88); Chile (5); Hayti and San Domingo (1); 
Peru (5). There are also a number of removals from and variations in 
the list, and the usual notices are appended (see ante, p. 10). A list 
(the Consolidated List No. 46a) consolidating all previous lists, was pub- 
lished on the lst February, 1918, which, together with lists Nos. 4%, 48, 
and 49 of the 45th February, lst March and 15th March, 1918, respec- 
tively, and the present list, contains all the names which up to this 
date are included in the statutory List. . 

3. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) notice, dated 22nd 
March, that certain additions and corrections have been made tothe list 
of persons and bodies of persons to whom articles to be exported to 
China may be consigned. 

4. A notice that orders have been made by the Board of Trade under 
the Trading with the Enemy, (Amendment) Act, 1916, requiring two 
more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 518. 

5. An Admiralty notice to mariners, dated 18th March. No. 414 of 
the year 1918, revising. No. 819 of 1918, which is cancelled—England, 
East Coast, River Humber and approaches—pilotage, traffic, and fishing 
regulations, ‘ 


The Gazette of 26th March contains the fqllowing :— 

6. A Notice that Mr. William Thomas Charlewood has been appointed 
to be a member of the Military Appeal Tribunal for the County of 
Devon, including the County Boroughs of Exeter and Plymouth. 

- 7. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
three more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 521, 


A Proclamation = 


RetaTInG TO THE IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTICLES INTO THE 
Unrtep Kincpom. 


[Recital of section 43 of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, etc.] 

Now, therefore, we, by and with the advice of our Privy Council, m 
ysursuance of the said Act, and of all other powers enabling us in that 

half, do hereby proclaim, direct, and ordain as follows :— 

As from and after the date hereof, subject as hereinafter provided, 
‘the importation into the United Kingdom of the following goods is 
hereby prohibited, viz. :;— ;, 

Molnases and invert sugar and all other sugars and extracts-from 
sugar which cannot be completely testéd by the polariscope, and 

‘on which Customs duty is not otherwise charged. 

Plaiting of all descriptions not otherwise prohibited. 

Rattans and malacca canes. gS 

Weighing machinés, scales; and balances of all descriptions not 
otherwise prohibited. 
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Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that this prohibition 
shall not apply to any such goods which are imported under licence given 
by or on behalf of the Board of Trade, and subject to the provisions and 
conditions of such licence. 

This Proclamation may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No. 23) 
Proclamation, 1918. 


22nd March. (Gazette, 22nd March. 


Orders in Council. 
THE AIR FORCE. 

Whereas it is provided by section 3 of the Air Force (Constitution) 
Act, 1917, that any officer, warrant officer, petty officer, non-commis-. 
sioned officer or man, who, at such date as may be fixed by Order in 
Council, belongs or is attached to the Royal Naval Air Service, the 
Royal Flying Corjis, or any unit of the naval or military forces engaged 
in defence against aircraft which is designated by the Admiralty or 
Army Council for the purpose, may, subject to the approval of the 
Admiralty or Army Council, be transférred or attached by the Air 
Council to the Air Force without his consent, but subject to such right 
of objection as is mentioned in that section. 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
his Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the date for 
the purpose of the enactment hereinbefore recited shall be the first day 
of April, 1918. 

22nd March. 


NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS. 

[Recitals.]} ‘ 

It is hereby ordered, that the following amendments be made in the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations : 

Control of War Material, Food, and Stores. 

1.—In Regulation 2e after the word ‘ there shall be 

inserted the word ‘‘ use.”’ 
Control of Civil Population. 

2.—In Regulation 13 after the words ‘‘ any offence as a prostitute ”’ 

there shall be inserted the words “ or of an offence under Regulation 


40p.”’ 


[Gazette, 22nd March. 


manufacture ”’ 


Importation of Fire Arms and Ammunition. 


3.—In Regulation 31 the words ‘‘ military equipment ’’ and the words 
** or components thereof ’’ shall be omitted, and after the words “‘ ex- 
losive substance ’’ there shall be inserted the words “‘ or bring into 
reland any military equipment or component parts of ammunition.”’ 


Venereal -Diseases. 


4.—After Regulation 40c the following regulation shall be inserted : 

‘*40p.—No woman who is suffering from venereal disease in a 
communicable form shal] have sexual intercourse with any: member 
of His Majesty's forces or solicit or invite any member’ of His 
Majesty's forces to have sexual intercourse with her. 

‘* If any woman acts in contravention of this regulation she shall 
be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations. 

“A woman charged with an offence under this regulation shali 
if she so requires be remanded for a period (not less than a week) 
for the purpose of such medical examination as may be requisite for 
ascertaining whether she is suffering from such a disease as afore- 
said, 

“The defendant shall be informed of her right to be remanded 
as aforesaid and that she may be examined by her own Doctor or 
by the Medical Officer of the Prison. 

“In this regulation the expression 
syphilis, gonorrhoea, or soft chancre.”’ 

Inciting to Disaffection. 

5. In Regulation 42 after the word ‘‘ attempts ’’ there shall be in- 
serted the words ‘‘ or does any act calculated or likely’ and after 
the words ‘‘ His Majesty's forces’ there shall be inserted the words 
*‘or any Of the forces of any of His Majesty’s Allies’’. 


Military Discipline of Allies. 


6. After Regulation 45 the following regulation shall be inserted :—- 

45r. For facilitating the enforcement by His Majestey’s Allies 

of diseipline amongst such of their naval or military forces as may 

for the time being be within the United Kingdom the following 
provisions shall have effect :— 

** (1) It is hereby declared that, subject to any general or special 
agreement, the naval and military authorities and courts of an 
Ally may exercise in relation to. the members of any naval or 
military force of ,that Ally who may for the time being be in the 
United Kingdom all such powers as are conferred on them by the 


‘venereal disease’ means 


law of that Ally. L 


** (2) The Admiralty or Army Council may make orders authoriz- 
ing the arrest and custody of members of any force of an Ally 
alleged to have been guilty of offences, and, subject to any such 





It’s WAR-TIME, BUT—Don’t FORGET 


THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 


agreement as aforesaid, the handing over of such persons to the 
proper naval or military auvhority of the Ally whether within or 
outside the United ——— for the purpose of being dealt with 


(whether within or without the United Kingdom) by the naval 
or military authority or courts of the Ally according to the law 
of the Ally. g 

‘‘ (3) A competent naval or military authority may on the appli. 
cation of the proper naval or military authority of an Ally issue 

an order requiring any person not being a member of any naval 
or military force of that Ally, subject to the payment or tender 
of the reasonable expenses of his attendance, to attend as a witness 
and give evidence or to produce documents before a naval or mili- 
tary court of the Ally in the United Kingdom or before any person 
duly authorized to take evidence in the United Kingdom in con- 
nection with any proceedings before a naval or military court of 
the Ally, and if any person fails without reasongble excuse to 
comply with any of the provisions of the order he shall be guilty 
of an offence against these regulations. ; 

**(4) Where a person not being a member of a naval or military 
force of an Ally is guilty of any contempt towards a naval or 
military court ef that Ally in the United Kingdom by using iv. 
sulting or threatening language, or by causing any interruption 
or disturbance in its proceedings, or by printing observations or 
using words calculated to influence members of or witnesses before 
such court, or to bring it into disrepute, he shall be guilty of an 
offence against these regulations. 

‘** (5) Where a person not being a member of a naval or military 
foree of an Ally-when examined in the United Kingdom before any 
naval or military court of that Ally, or before any person duly 
authorized to take evidence in connection with any proceedings 
before such a court, wilfully gives false evidence he shall be guilty 
of an offence against these regulations, but nothing in this pro- 
vision shall prejudice any liability under the Perjury Act, 1911, 
or in Scotland or Ireland at common law. 

**(6) It shall be lawful for a member’ of a naval or military 
court of an Ally, or any person duly authorized to take evidence 
in connection with any proceedings before such court, to administer 
oaths to witnesses, 

** (7) If any person not being a member of a naval or military 
force of an Ally procures or persuades a member of such force to 
desert or absent himself without leave, or knowingly aids or assists 
a-membet of such force about to desert or absent himself without 
leave, or knowingly conceals a deserter or absentee without leave 
from such force, or aids or assists him in concealing himself, or 
aids or assists in his rescue, that person shall be guilty of an offence 
against these regulations, and for the purpose of this provision 
shall be deemed to have had knowledge unless he proves that he had 
not knowledge. 

‘** (8) If a person not being a member of a naval or military 
force of an Ally— 

(a) buys, exchanges, takes in pawn, or detains; or 
(b) solicits or entices a member of such force to sell, exchange, 
pawn or give away or 
(c) assists or acts for a member of such force in selling, pawn 
ing or making away with 
any arms, ammunition, equipment or clothing of any member of 
such force or any stores belonging to or in charge of any such 
force, that person shall be guilty of an offence against these regula 
tions, unless he proves either that he acted in ignorance of the 
same being the arms, ammunition, equipment or clothing of a 
member, of such force or being such stores as aforesaid, or that 
the same ‘was sold by the order or with the consent of the proper 
naval or military authority of that Ally. 

(9) Any sentence passed in the United Kingdom on a member 
of a naval or military force of an Ally by a naval or military 
court of an Ally in accerdance with the laws of the Ally may 
be exécuted according to the tenour thereof within the United 
Kingdom, and if the sentence involves.the detention of any person 
in custody that person whilst in custody in pursuance of the sen- 
tence shall be deemed to be in legal custody, and any sentence 
passed on such a man by such a court shall be deemed to be in 
accordance with the law and to be within the jurisdiction of the 
court and the court shall be deemed to have been properly consti- 
tuted. 

‘*(10) For the purposes of the foregoing provisions the expression 
‘proper naval or military authority’ includes such members of 
their naval or military forces as the Government of’ the Allied 
State appoint for the purposes as aforesaid and different members 
may be appointed for different purposes.’’ 


22nd March. (Gazette, 26th March. 


Admiralty Order. 
- DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS: 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon tlie Admiralty by Regula- 
tion 35a of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Lords Commis 
sioners of the Admiralty hereby make the following Rules : 

1. Application.}—Save as Covclanting provided, these Rules shall 
apply to every person employed or being in or about any store, maga- 
zine, wharf or-other premises or any vessel, vehicle, receptacle or place 
in or upon which oil in bulk or any ammunition or explosive substance, 
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is ee carried, stored or deposited, or where the same may happen 
to be. 

2. Smoking, Tobacco, Matches, Lights, Etc.}-No person shall while 
he is employed or is in or about any such premises, vessel, vehicle, 
receptacle or, place as aforesaid, either smoke or have in his possession 
any cigar, cigarette, tobacco, pipe or contrivance for smoking, any 
match or apparatus for producing light or any lamp, light or fire of 
me _—— except as authorized by an Officer, as hereinafter 
efined, 

3. Searching.}—Any Police Constable or Officer, as hereinafter defined, 
may search at any time any person entering or being in or about any 
such premises, vessel, vehicle, receptacle or place as aforesaid, and may 
examine any such person’s clothing and any. bag, basket, parcel or other 
article he may be carrying ; and any person entering or being within any 
such premises or place as aforesaid shall, if so required by any Police 
Constable or Officer as aforesaid, submit to be searched, and shall 
comply with any reasonable directions or regulations given or made 
with the object of enabling the same to be carried out. Provided that 
in_no case shall any female person be searched by or in the presence 
of anyone but a female person. 

4. Intoxication.}—No person in a state of’ intoxication shall enter or 
be permitted to-remain in or about any such premises, vessel, vehicle, 
receptacle or place as aforesaid. 

5. Definition.}—For the purpose of these Rules “ Officer ’’ shall mean 
any person having authority to superintend or direct work of the kind 
to which Defence of the Realm Regulation 35a applies. 

6. Saving.J}—Provided that nothing in these Rules shall apply to any 
place or premises in respect of which Rules have already been made— 
whether under Regulation 354 or otherwise—by the Secretary of State, 
the Admiralty, the Army Council or the Ministry of Munitions. 

Any person failing to comply with the above Rules will be guilty 
of an offence against the Defence of the Realm Regulations and liable 
on summary conviction to imprisonment with or without hard labour 
on — not exceeding six months or to a fine not exceeding £100, 
or both. 


20th March. [Gazette, 22nd March. 


Army Council Orders. 
THE WAR TIME BOOTS (MANUFACTURE AND SALE) ORDER 
1917. 


[Recitals.] 

1. It shall be the duty 6f all manufacturers of boots or shoes to 
comply strictly with any directions that may be given from time to 
time by or on behalf of the Director of Raw Materials with a view 
to the production of War Time Boots or Shoes, notwithstanding any 
agreements that may have been entered into by such manufacturers 


* 


4. It. shall be the duty of all manufacturers of boots or shoes to 
give priority over all other work, except work under or in connection 
with any Government contract or order to any order for War ‘ime 
Boots and Shoes. 

5. No manufacturer of boots or shoes shall sell any War Time Boots 
or Shoes at any price other than the price approved by or on behalf 
of the Director of Raw Materials as the wholesale price in the case 
of each description of boots or shoes, provided that discounts of 5 per 
cent. for cash payment within thirty days, or 64 per cent. for cash 
payment within seven days, may be allowed. 

+ * ~ * 


8. No person shall sell or cause to be sold retail any War ‘lime 
Boots or shoes at any price other than the price approved in each case 
as the retail sale price by or on behalf of the Director of Raw Materials 
and borne upon the sole of the said boots or shoes. 

* * * 


N.B.—This Order has not been previously gazetted. 
10th November, 1917. LG@azette, 26th March. 


THE JUTE (RESTRICTION OF CONSUMPTION) ORDER, 1918. 


1. No person shall without a permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Raw Materials put into any process ol 'metatonanie any raw 
Jute or any Yarn or other article or material wholly or partly manufac- 
tured therefrom. 

2. This Order may be cited as the Jute (Restriction of Consumption) 
Order, 1918. 


23rd March. (Gazette, 26th March. 





WORSTED AND HOSIERY, LAPS AND WASTE (REQUISITION) 
NOTICE. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, notice is hereby given that it is the intention 
of the Army Council to take possession on the Ist day of April, 1918, 
of all Laps or Wastes as defined by the Woollen and Worsted (Consoli- 
dation) Order, 1917, that may be in the possession, custody or control 
of any person not being a manufacturer of woollen goods, provided 
that nothing herein contained shall apply to any Laps or Wastes of 
the description aforesaid that shall have been sold to any manufac- 
turers of the description aforesaid prior to the said date. 

If after this notice any person having control of any such material, 
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without the consent of the Army Council, after the lst day of April, 
1918, sells, removes or~secretes it or deals with it in amy way con- 
trary to any condition imposed in any licence, permit or order that 
may have been granted or made in respect thereof, he shall be guilty 
of an offence against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

23rd March. LGazette, 26th March. 


WOOLLEN AND WORSTED (PRICES). 

Whereas by Clause 4 of the Woollen and Worsted (Consolidation) 
Order, 1917, the Army Council ordered that no person should sell to 
any spinner or manufacturer any laps or waste or any blends or material 
wholly or partly composed thereof without a permit issued by or on 
behalf of the Director of Wool»Textile Production or at prices exceeding 
those set out in Schedule C thereto annexed, or at such other prices 
as in any particular case might be allowed by or on behalf of the 
Director of Wool Textile Production : 7 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Schedule should be 
amended : , 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of*the powers conferred upon them by 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby order 
as follows :— ; 
mt. The Schedule hereto annexed shall be substituted for Schedule 
“©”? annexed to the Woollen and Worsted (Consolidation) Order, 1917. 

2. This Order shall come into force on the 51st day of March, 1918. 

[Schedule of Prices.] 


23rd March. [Gazette, 26th March. 





CONTROL OF HIGHWAYS. 

Whereas under Regulation 5a of the Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tions which is set out at the foot of this Order, the Army Council have 
power to take over the control and maintenance of any highway : 

Now, therefore, the Army Council, being of opinion that, for the pur- 
pose of securing the ‘public safety and the Defence of the Realm, it 
is necessagy .that the powers conferred by the said Regulation shall be 
exercised in respect of the Highways hereinafter described—that is to 


say :— ; ; 
1. So much of each of the two following roads, viz., the road from 
Salisbury City boundary to Portsmouth and ee peseey road lead- 





ing to Southampton as is situate within the Coufity of Wiltshire. 
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2. The road between Salisbury City boundary and Warminster 
Urban District boundary excluding the section of the road in the 
borough of Wilton, 

3. So much of each of the two following roatls, viz., the road from 
Salisbury City boundary to Andover and the branch road leading 
to Stockbridge as is situate within the County of Wiltshire. 

4. The road between Calne Borough boundary and the entrance 
to No. 2 Aerodrome at Yatesbury (known as the Bath Road). 

in the exercise of their powers under the said Regulation and of all 
other powers enabling them in that behalf do hereby order and declare 
that from and after the date of this Order and until further notice the 
control and maintenance of the roads specified above shall be taken 
over by them, and the provisions of the said Regulation shall apply 
accordingly. 
[Regulation 5A, ante p- 310.) 
23rd March | Gazette, 26th March. 


Board of Trade Orders, 
LICENCES UNDER THE NON-FERROUS METAL INDUSTRY 
ACT, 1918. 


The President of the Board of Trade has appointed 
Sir Dudley Stewart Smith, K.C. (Chairman). 
Sir Harold Elverston, M.P., and 
Mr. H. I. Mackinder, MP., 
to be a Committee to examine all applications for licences under the 
Non-Ferrous Metal Industry Act, 1918, and to report to the Board of 
Trade thereon. 
The following Rules have been made by the Board of Trade, with the 
concurrence of the Treasury, under Section 6 of the Act :— 


Tue Non-Ferrovs Merat Inpustry Rutes, 1918. 
i. “ The Act ’’’ means the Non-Ferrous (Metal Industty Act, 1918. 
2. There shall be excluded from dealings by way of wholesale trade, 


within tthe meaning of the Act, deakings in quantities below the follow- 
ing limits :— 


Zinc ia re aie ict .. 25 tons 
Copper eat at ie “ASS alt ere 
Tin _ oe os a of 
lead 3 
Nickel . . oy dei shes TE 
Aluminium . Bas 


during any one quarter of the year ending 31st (March, 30th June, 30th 
3 , Blst December, in the raw materials of usual commercial 
shapes or the equivalent thereto in forms of ues or concentrated material. 

3. For the purposes of the Act the expression ‘‘ metal ”’ shall include 
metal in any form whatsoever, as it leaves the furnace or refinery, being 
unwrought, also scrap and swarf of all sorts for remelting. 

4. The fee to be paid for the grant of a licence under the Act shall 
be one guinea, which shall be sent to the Board of Trade on application 
being made for a licence, and shall be returned to the applicant if the 
licence is refused. 

5. An application for a licence wnder the Act shall _be made to the 
Board of Trade in whiting, and shall ibe accompanied by Form 1, in the 
Schedule hereto, which shall contain the information specified therein. 
The application shall be signed by the individual or a partner in the 
firm, or a director of the Company making the application. The Board 
of ‘Trade may call.for such further and other information as they may 
require. 

6. The Board of Trade shall not refuse to grant a licence to a Com 
peay, firm or individual to which any of ‘the conditions set forth in the 
First Schedule of the Act apply, or which is controlled by a Company, 
firm or individual in respect of which any such conditions apply, nor 
shall they revoke or suspend a licence without giving notice in writing to 
the applicant or holder of a licence, as the case may be, that he may 
within twenty-one days apply to the Board to be heard in support of 
his application for a licence or to show cause wivy his licence should 
not be revoked or suspended. Any person to whom such notice is given, 
and who desires to be so heard, shall within fourteen days from the 
date of ‘the notice send ito the Board of Trade a notice of application for 
hearing in Form 2a or 28 of the Schedule. Such application shall be 
acoompanied ‘by a statement of the grounds upon which the applicant 
claims that a licence should be granted to him or that his licence should 
not be revoked or suspended. Such statement shall be signed by tihe 
individual or a partner én the firm or a director of the Company making 
the application. The Board of Trade may, in any particular case, re- 
quire such statement to be verified by a statutory declaration. 

7. The Board of Trade may call for such further particulars of the 
grounds given in such application and for such documents as they may 
require, and may -postpone the hearing of such application till such 

iculars or documents ate furnished. 

8. The Board of Trade may hear the application in such manner as 
they shall deem expedient, and by such persons as they shall appoint 
for that purpose. . 

9. The Board of ‘Trade shall consider the facts found at such hearing 
and shall communicate their decision to the applicant in writing. 

10. The time presontbed in those Rules for doing any act thereunder 
may be ev! wor the Board of Trade on such terms as they may 
direct, and enlargement may be granted though the time has expired 


for doing euch act. 
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- 11. The name of any Company, firm or individual to whom a licence 


has been granted under the Act, or whose licence has been suspended 
or revoked, shall be published as soom as practicable in the (London, 
Edinburgh, or ‘Dublin Gazettes, as the Board of Trade may think fit, 
amd in the Board of Trade Journal. a 

12. An Order of ‘the Board of Trade, applying the Act to any Non- 
Ferrous |Metals and Ores not mentioned in the Act shall be published 
in the London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Gazettes, and in the Board 
of Trade Journal at least one month before it comes into effect. 

The Schedule contains three Forms: Form 1, particulars to be 
furnished with an application for a Licence; Forms 2a and 2B, Applica- 
tions for hearing. 

Applications for ‘Licences should be addressed to 

The Assistant Seoretary, : 
Department of Industries and Manufactures, 
Board of Trade, 
Gwydyr House, 
Whitehall, London, §.W. 1., 
and should be accompanied ‘by a remittance of £1 1s., made payable 
to the \Accountamt-General, ‘Board of Tirade. 

Copies of Form 1 and 2a and 2s, prescribed in the Rules, can be 

obtained on application at the above address. 


4th March. (Gazettes 15th March. 


THE p\PER-MAKING MATERIALS (HOME PRODUCED) 
ORDER, 1918. 

The Board of Trade deeming it expedient to exercise the powers 
vested in them by Regulations 2r, 2c, and 233 of the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations as respects paper-making materials, hereby order 
as follows :— 

1. On and after lst April, 1918, no person shall buy or offer to buy 
any material produced or collected in the United Kingdom for the pur- 
pose of using or disposing of it for the manufacture of paper, card- 
board, millboard, or other similar goods, except under and in accord- 
ance with the terms of a permit granted by the Controller of Paper. 

2. On and after 1st April, 1918, no person shall sell, or offer for sale, 
any material ‘produced or collected in the United Kingdom with intent 
that it may be used for the manufacture of paper, cardboard, mill- 
board, or other similar goods, except to the holder of and in accordance 
with the terms of such a permit as aforesaid. 

3-5. Regulation of Suppliea, and Prices.} ~ 

6. The provisions of paragraphs 1 to 5 inclusive shall not apply to 
wood, straw, or raw vegetable fibre unless and until the said paragraphs 
are applied thereto. by notice given by the Controller of Paper, nor 
shall the said paragraphs apply to sales or purchases not exceeding 
2 cwt. at one time if such sales or purchases afe not part of a trans- 
action. or series of transactions involving the sale or purchase of a 
greater quantity. Such notice may alter or modify the dates and period 
referred to in paragraphs 3 and 4 hereof as the Controller of Paper may 
deem expedient. 

7. The owner of every mill or factory in which paper, cardboard, 
millboard, or other similar goods are made, and if the owner is a com- 
pany, the secretary of such company, shall send to the Controller of 
Paper on Monday in each week a true return showing the quantities 
of each description of paper-making materials produced or collected 
in the United Kingdom delivered to them during the week preceding 
the date on which such return is made, and such return shall give the 
names and addresses of the persons from whom the said materials were 
bought and the prices paid therefor. 

8. Nothing in this Order shall apply to waste paper as defined in 
an Order dated 15th May, 1917, made by the Minister of Munitions, 
and the provisions of the said Order shall not be affected by this Order. 

9. All persons shall obey the instructions of the Controller. of Paper 
relating to the purchase, sale, distribution, supply, transport, or storage 
of, or the giving of information as to, paper-making matexjals produced 
or collected in the United Kingdom. 

10. Penalty.) 

11. This Order may be cited as the Paper-making Materials (Home 


Produced) Order, 1918. 
13th March. (Gazette, 15th March. 





THE HORSES ORDER, 1918. 


1. The Controller of Horse Transport may by licence authorize such 
dealers or other persons in such form, and subject to such conditions, if 
any, as he shall think fit, to purchase a horse or horses from any person 
to whom a licence has been granted by or on behalf of the Board of 
Agriculture and Fisheries in England and Wales, or in Scotland by the 
Board of Agriculture for Scotland, authorising him to sell such horse 
or horses to a person anthorized by the Controller of Horse Transport. 

2. Where a horse has been so purchased by a dealer who holds a licence 
granted by the Controller.of Horse Transport, he shall not sell that 
horse to any person other than a dealer registered as such with the 
Board of Trade, or to a person holding a licence granted by the Con- 
troller of Horse Transport. 

3. Licences authorizing the purchase of such horses from dealers may 
be granted by the Controller of Horse Transport in such form and sub 
ject to such conditions as he shall think fit. : 

4. The Controller of Horse Transport on behalf of the Board of 
Trade may take possession of any horse which is not being used wholly 
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or mainly in agriculture, either absolutely or by way ‘of hire, subject 
to such terms, other than compensation, as he may direct. 

5. Where pursuant to the provisions of Regulation 253 the compen- 
sation to be paid in respect of any horse taken is to be determined by 
arbitration, the arbitrator shall, in default of agreement, be appointed 
by the president for the time being of the Shire Horse Society. 

6. This Order does not apply to Ireland. 

7. Penalty. 

8. This Order may be cited as the Horses Order, 1918, and_ shall 
come into force on the Ist April, 1918. > 

Nore.—The address of the Controller of Horse Transport is 7, 
Whitehall Gardens, London, S8.W. 1. 


18th March. [Gazette, 22nd March. 


THE RATTAN AND MALACCA CANES ORDER, 1918. _ 
1. All persons holding or having power to sell or dispose of stocks 


' of Rattan and/or Malacca Canes exceeding five hundredweight shall; 


on or before the 30th day of March, 1918, make a return thereof to 
the Controller of Timber Supplies, Caxton House, Westminster, 8. W. 1, 
giving the following particulars :— 

(a) The quantities held of each size and quality, which are to 
be separately stated. , ; 

(6) The place where such stocks are lying, or, if afloat, the 
name of the ship. ; 

2. The said return shall include :— 

(a) Goods belonging to the holder and stored in docks, yards, 
warehouses, or elsewhere. - 

(6) Goods arrived at a home port of which possession has not 
yet n taken. } ; 

(4 Goods on a to the United Kingdom. 

(d) Goods unlifted abroad. 

(e) Goods held for shippers or third parties and goods held or 
reserved for customers but still undelivered, —— the name and 
— of the persons owning or on whose behalf the goods are 
held. 

3. The person making the. return shall include in one return all 
stocks held by him or over which he has power of sale or disposal. 

4. Restriction on Dealings without Permit.) 

5. This Order may be cited as the Rattan and Malacca Canes Order, 


1918. 
20th March. [Gazette, 22nd March. 


Food Orders. 


THE LONDON CENTRAL MARKETS ORDER, 1918. 

1. On and after the 8th March, 1916, no person shall sell or offer to 
‘sell. meat within the limits of the wholesale sections of the London 
Central Markets except by way of wholesale sale. ; 

2. The Food Controller may give directions as to the days and times 
within which and the manner in which meat may be sold within the 
limite of the said markets and as to the storage, treatment, sale or 
distribution of any meat which shall come within the limits of or be in 
transit to the said market, and it shall be the duty of all persons con- 
cerned to comply with any such direction. 

3. Penalty.] 

4. This Order may be cited as the London Central Markets Order, 
1918. 

7th March. 


—_—_—_ A 


THE BACON, HAM AND LARD (PROVISIONAL PRICES) 
ORDER, 1917. 


Notice, dated 8th March, under the above Order, fixing maximum 
first-hand prices on certain descriptions of lard. 


THE MILK (REGISTRATION OF DEALERS) ORDER, 1918. 
General Licences. bes 


The Food Controller hereby authorizes in addition to the dealings 
permitted by the above Order the following dealings in milk :— 

(a) A Sale in bulk by a producer who is not registered as a retail 
dealer under the above Order of less than 17 gallons if such sale 
comprises substantially the whole of the output of the producer ; 

(6) A Sale by a person licensed to deal in milk by wholesale of 
any quantity of milk to a registered retail dealer in milk ; 

(c) An accommodation oll a person licensed to deal in milk 
by wholesale or by a registered retail dealer in milk to any other 
person so licensed or registered. _ 

8th March. 


THE APPOINTMENT OF ARBITRATORS ORDER, 1918. _ 
_ 1. Each of the Orders mentioned in the first column of the schedule 
is hereby «amended by the substitution for the clause of such Order 
mentioned in the second column of such schedule of the following 
clause : — 2 
“The Arbitrator to determine in default of Agreement the com- 
pensation to be paid for any article requisitioned under this Order 
shall be appointed by the Lord Chancellor of Great Britain in 
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EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 

Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. , » 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq,, K.C. | Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 

John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. The Rt. Hon. Sir Walter G. F. Phillimore 
Edmund Church, Esq. | Bart., D.C.L. 

Philip G. Collins, Esq. Sir Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.E., 
Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq. M.P. 

Robert William Dibdin, Esq. Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 

Charles Baker Dimoudl, Esq. Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C. 

John Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq. The Hon. Sir Charles Russell, Bart. 

L. W. North Hickley, Esq. Francis Minchin Voules, Esq. 
Archibald Herbert James, Esq. | Charles Wigan, Esq. 


FUNDS EXCEED - - £5,000,000. 


All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 
wW jthout profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 


W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 





England, by the Lord President of the Court of Session in Scotland, 

and by the Lord Chief Justice of Ireland in Ireland.’ 
2. Copies of the Orders mentioned in the schedule hereafter to be 
printed under authority of His Majesty’s Stationery Office shall be 
printed with the substitutions provided for by this Order, and such 


Orders shall hereafter take effect as if they had been originally made. 


with such substitutions. 
llth March. 




















SCHEDULE. 
Title of Order. Clauses, 
1, 2. 
The Barley (Requisition) Order, 1917. Clause 5 
The Cheese (Requisition) Order, 1917. Clause 4 
The Currants and Sultanas (Requisition) Order, 1917. Clause 5 
The Milk Factories (Restriction) Order, 1917. Clanse 10 
The Food Control Committees (Milk Requisition) §| Clause 3 
Order, 1917. 
The aa Nuts and Kernels (Requisition) Order, Clause 2b 
1917. 
The Vils and Fats (Requisition) Order, 1917. Clause 2b 
The Food Control Committees (Margarine Requisition) Clause 3 
Order, 1917. se 
Companies. . 


Equity and Law Life Assurance Society. 


The seventy-first annual genegal meeting of this society was held on 
Monday, the 18th inst., at the offices, 18, Lancoln’s Inn Fields, Mr. John 
Croft Deverell, the chagrman, presiding. 

The MANAGER and Secretary (Mr. W. P. Phelps, M.A., F.I.A.) 
having read the notice convening the meeting and the auditors’ report, 

The CarrMAN, in moving the adoption of the report and ‘accounts, 
said this terrible war continued to affect life assurance business very 
seriously. The effect was shown principally by the difficulty in main- 
taining their normal volume of new business. This was caused by the 
fact that their inspectors and agents had been very heavily depleted on 
account of the calls made upon them by the military authorities. Then, 
again, a very large number of insurable persons of military age were 
absent on service, and these had been prevented from various reasons 
from effecting policies on their lives. \An@ther reason was that they 
had found it their duty to discourage the nee of new policies 
covering war risks, their experience being, like that of most other offices, 
that the extra premiums offered to cover war risks were by no means 
adequate. 


DEPRECIATION oF Stock EXCHANGE SECURITIES. 


Another effect of the war on their business had been the depreciation 
of Stock Exchange securities. Probably this had not affected them so 
seriously as it had some offices, owing to the very large proportion of 
their funds which were invested in mortgages and reversions. At the 
close of the year their Stock Exchange securities stood in the books at 
£1,720,489, of which about £1,035,000 was represented by War Loans 
and War Bonds. These were the values at which they were taken at 
the last quinquennial valuation or the cost price if acquired since, For 
the information of the board a valuation was made of the convertible 
securities, including the War Loan and War Bonds, as at 31st December 
last, and the value at the middle price showed a depreciation of 
£127,500, of which about £25,000 was attributable to the year 1917. 
But eat the last quinquennium they set aside an investment reserve of 
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£50,000, and in addition to that they retained as a reserve out 


of the available surplus £33,000, making a total of 000, 
New Po.icires Issuzp: Favouraste Morranity CiLarms, 


Turning to the report and the-accounts, last year they issued 238 
policies for a total sum of £374,142, with new premiums amounting to 
£17,737. Of this amount £22,600 was reassured at annual premiums of 
£1.030. “The net amount of new assurances retained by the society, 
including £24,000 sinking fund policies, was £351,542, witn annual 
premiums of £16,706. The mortality had again been favourable. The 
claims by death under 145 policies amounted to £296,037. Of this sum 
£48,371 was reassured with other offices, leaving a net amount payable 
by the society of £247,666. The sum of £46,623 was due to deaths 
of twenty-nine assured who fell in the service of their country. The 
total of the claims due to the war paid by the society since August, 
1914, was £281,375. Of this sum £107,326 was reaggured, leaving net 
payments by the society of £174,049. Including claims arising out of the 
war, the claims paid or announced during the year amoun to 76 per 
cent. of the expectation. 

It would be noticed in the balance-sheet that the society held British 
Government securities having a value of over £1,000,000. Part of this 
sum was the result of conversions, but ‘tthe society had found nearly 
£800,000 new money. The society also invested £50,000 in War Bonds, 
and a visit was paid to the office by one of the Tanks to collect the 
society’s subscription. The grove rate of interest at which the society’s 
funds were invested (excluding reversions, capital stock of the Law 
Reversionary Interest Society, outstanding premiums, interest, and cash 
at bank) had increased during the year from £4 14s, ld. per cent. to 
£4 15s. 6d. per cent. 


Income TAX AND LIFE ASSURANCE OFFICES. 


The income tax on interest and dividends on the hife fund was £40,850, 
as against £31,600 in 1916, and £17,800 in 1915. It would therefore 
be seen what a serious burden income tax was to life assurance offices. 
Life assurance companies for many Years had felt that the present 
system of taxation was inequitable and pressed hard on them. They 
were charged the tax on their interest revenue, less certain expenses 
of management, or on their profits, whichever might be the larger. As 
a matter of fact, the interest revenue was almost invariably very largely 
in excess of the profits, and wnder war conditions this difference was 
much ponte lion Aj In any circumstances it was an anomaly that the 
highest rate of tax should be charged in view of the fact that the vast 
majority of policy-holders were not liable to taxation at the maximum 
rate, while some were exempt from income tax altogether, and the funds 
of assurance companies largely represented the contributions of this 
section of policy-holders, 

During the last quinquennium {a time of péace), when the rate of 
taxation averaged about 1s. 3d. in the pound, the income tax paid by 
this society was equivalent to about 3s. 9d. in the pound on the profits 
divided. Owing to war conditions tha, profits of many life assurance 
companies were seriously reduced, and many offices now valuing were 
unable to distribute profits. It was quite possible that under the present 
system of taxation of life offices the income tax payable by many offices 
would absorb their entire surplus, the effect being that they would be 
paying income tax at 20s. in the pound on their profits. They must, 
of courge, all bear their share of the national burden, but it did not seem 
equitable that one class of enterprise should be taxed on its interest 
revenue, less expenses, while others were taxed on the basis of profits. 

The Deputy{CHarRMAN (Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor) seconded the 
resolution, which was unanimously cnatled after the chairman had 
replied to a few questions. : 

On the motion of Mr. Granvitte Situ, seconded by Mr. G. 
Wuatety, jun., the retiring directors, Mr. M. L. Romer, K.C., Mr. 
J. C. Deverell, Mr. R. W. Dibdin, and Mr. L. W, North Hickley, were 
re-elected ; and the auditors, Messrs. Price, Waterhouse and Co., were 
reappointed, on the motion of Mr, Cockran, seconded by Mr. G. 
WHATELY, sen. 

The proceedings terminated with cordial votes of thanks to the direc- 
tors, the auditors, to Mr. Phelps, and the other officers and the staff, 
and to the chairman. 

— 
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Societies. 
The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


The following further donations are gratefully acknowledged : : 





£ s.d. 
Amount previously notified ols mt - 862 14 3 
P. Ogden Lawrence, Esq., K.C. (third donation) 1010 O 
The Rt. Hon. Sir W. Phillimore, Bart. (second dona- 
tion) ae ‘on — a i oe 
W. E. Gillett, Esq. (second donation) .. § 00 
C. G. May, Esq. (second donation) , 5 00 
H. E. Lawrence, Esq. (second donation)  ... “poe © 
W. Hastings Beaumont, Esq. (second donation) ... 2 2 0 
G. H. Bower, Esq.... y wed eas ene io. ew 
Henry S. Brenton, Esq. (fourth donation) ... 3-2 0 
Hubert J. Thornley, Esq. (second donation) ... 22 0 
W. H. Gray, Esq. (second donation) ... oi 110 





Arthur Snow, Esq. (second donation) ... + v4 
Messrs. Nicholson & Crouch (second donation 

T. C. Nicholson, Esq. (third donation) i = 
H. J. Holme, Esq. (fourth donation) ... oe oot 
Messrs. Ansell & Shervin (second donation)... 

His Honour Judge Sturges . es od 
Messrs. Martin & Son (second donation) ... 
Messrs. Woodroffes & Ashby (second donation) 
Thos. Baker Jones, Esq. (second donation 
Edward Lyon Taylor, Esq. (third donation) 
Messrs. Chatham & Co. (fourth dondtion) ... 
Wilfred Moss, Esq. (second donation) 
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Erratum.—The donation kindly sent by Mr, Frank Marshall should 
have been announced as his third contribution. 





The Pegasus Club. 


The Pegasus Club (Bar Point-to-Point Races) held its annual general 
meeting in March at the Law Courts. The club once more voted its 
annual funds to charitable funds, as has been the case since the 
beginning of the war. 

heques for £50 each have been sent to the Officers’ Families Fund 
and to the R.S.P.C.A. Wounded Horses Fund. 


The Admission of Women. 


In the House of Lords, on the 19th inst., says the Times, 


Lord Buckmaster formally moved the third reading of the Solicitors 
(Qualification of Women) Bill. 

The Earl of Haussury moved the rejection of the Bill. He said 
that in a great measure he objected to it because he thought it ex- 
tremely inopportune at the present moment, seeing that the persons most 
concerned in the matter—solicitors and attorneys—had not been con- 
sulted. Many of them were now, and had been for a long time, serving 
their country in the field. He had great sympathy with a good deal 
of what had been said. His maincint ot in one sense his only, objec- 
tion’ to permitting women to be solicitors or attorneys was the fact 
that a great deal depended in the first instance, before litigation was 
actually commenced, upon |the conduct of proceedings between the 
parties. One objection—and he was sorry to take what appeared to 
be a sex objection—appeared to him that a woman had novrecognition 
of any side but her own. Litigation should be avoided if possible, and 
that could only be done by recognizing that there was another side, and 
that possibly a little modification on the part of one side or the other 
would avoid litigation altogether. It was difficult for a woman to 
understand that there might be another side to a —- Moreover, 
the question of the education necessary for qualification had to be 
considered. He would not say that he might not change his views 
if good reason were shewn that there was no difference in the education 
required according to statute. 

loud Buckmaster said he could not find any argument put forward 
by Lord Halsbury which had not already been considered.- He assured 
the noble earl that there was no fear in the least of the educational 
restrictions now placed on solicitors being relaxed. ; : 

The Lokp CHAncettor said’ that he had heard ee 2 to lead him 
to change his former views in opposition to the Bill. e’agreed that 
it was inopportune. : 

Upon a division the amendment was negatived by forty-seven to 
nineteen. 

The Bill was then read a third time without a division. 

Lord Buckmaster moved that the Bill do pass. Lord Stuart oF 
Worttey moved as an amendment that the Bill do not come into 
operation till “after the expiration of twelve months from the ter- 
mination of the present war.” This amendment was rejected without 
a division;and the Bill was then passed, 














Payment of Patent Fees for 
Germans. 


Before Mr. Justice Lush} at the Central Criminal Court, on the 20th 
inst., says the Z’imes, Mr. Oliver Imray was charged with an infringe- 
ment of the Trading with the Enemy Act, 1914. The charge had 
reference to the ig eee in neutral countries of fees for the renewal ot 
patents held by Germans, ai "= 
The Judge, aftér hearing the facts, said it was rather a technica 
infringement than a real offence, and he was satisfied that Mr. Imray 
had no intention of benefiting himself at the expense of his country, 
and did not realize that he was breaking the law. He ordered the 
defendant to pay a fine of £100 and costs. ; 

Mr. Travers Humphreys said that under Board of Trade licences 
agents might pay in this country on behalf of Germans the fees neces- 
sary for the renewal of patents held by Germans, but the defendant 
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~ made payments or proposed that payments should be made on behalf 


of Germans for the renewal of patents im neutral countries, which was 
not permitted. 

Mr. Wild, K.C., for the defendant, said that the defendant had not 
tried to disguise what he was doing. He had written to the Home Secre- 
tary expressing the view that if the payments in question had not beer 
made business would have been diverted from this country, and this 
country had accordingly benefited, 

Mr. Temple Franks, C.B., Comptroller of Patents, and Mr. Walter, 
K.C., spoke to the high character borne by Mr. Imray. 








Taxation of Wasting Assets. 


In the course of an interesting lecture on the Taxation, Rating, and 
. Valuation of Mines, read at the ordinary general meeting of the Sur- 
veyors’ Institutian recently, says the Zimes, under “‘ City Notes ’’ (17th 
inst.), Mr. David Bowen, F.G.S., M.1.M.E., pointed out that 
various legal decisions had been obtained to determine the question of 
whether capital expenditure on mines should be deducted from income 
assessable to income-tax, but the-net result of all of them was that no de- 
ductions may be allowed on account of capital expenditure, and that no 
allowance can be made under the law in regard to depreciation of mines. 
But Mr. Bowen omitted to make any reference to an important modifi- 
cation of the attitude of the Board of Inland Revenue on this ques- 
tion of the taxation of wasting assets. It is therefore necessary to recall 
that in 1916 an influential committee was appointed by the mining com- 
a to act with the council of the Institution of Mining and Metal. 
rgy with a yiew to obtaining an adjustment of the incidence of taxation 
on the mining industry, especially with regard to the excess profits 
duty. Ag a result of conferences with the Board of Inland Revenue 
and the Board of Referees, the former accepted the contention of the 
"committee that mines are wasting assets, and that amortization of 
capital should be allowéd for in calculating liability to the duty. This 
acceptance of a claim, unsuccessfully pressed for years, is important, 
for since the Inland Revenue have admitted the principle of making 
an allowance for redemption of a wasting asset as regards liability to 
excess profits duty, it cannot logically deny its application in the case 
of income-tax, , 
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Obituary. 
Mr. Thomas Holmes. 


> * Mr. Tomas Hotes, of Sea Bank, Walton-on-the-Naze, for twenty 


at 
wa 
. 


>. at the Church school. 


* a a police-court missionary, died on Tuesday, at the age of seventy- 
hree years, of heart failure, after an operation. 

One who knew him well writes to the Zimes :-— 

Thomas Holmes was a man of remarkable character, whose life iJlus- 
trated in a fascinating way what may be achieved by singleness of pur- 
pose and a robust faith in spite of adverse conditions.” He was born 
at the small village of Pelsall, near Walsall, in 1844, of very poor 
—_ His father was an irdénmoulder, and at the age of ten Thomas 

ame an ironmoulder himself, working fourteen hours a day and 
earning 3s. a week. He was dependent for educatién on Bible readings 
with his father and on general instruction from an old-fashioned teacher 
He continued to work as an ironmoulder until 
he was forty-one, and on his scanty earnings he married and brought 
up a family*of five children. In the meantime he had cultivated his 
mind and earned a reputation for intelligent philanthropy by devoting 
himself ‘after his hard day’s work to the education of his fellow- 
workers in evening classes and at the Sunday school. 

At this time he was physically disabled, by’an accident which com- 
pelled him to seek some other occupation, and he was advised to apply 


4 





for the post of court missionary at Lambeth Police Court, where a 
vacancy had occurred. He was chosen for the appointment, and there 
found what may be called his true vocation. He spent the next twenty 
years of his life as a missionary, dealing with thieves, drunkards,’ 
prostitutes, and outcasts of every description. He devoted himself 
with characteristic zeal to understanding every side of his work, and 
in 1900 published his experience in a book known as Pictures. and 
Problems from London Police Courts. This book had an immense 
sale, and was translated into many foreign languages. 

Mr. Holmes was known all over the world as a criminologist of 
imagination and judgment, and gained considerable ‘profit and fame 
as an author. In 1905 he-retired from the police courts to become 
secretary to the Howard Association for the reform of prisons and 
criminal law. In this capacity he remained ten years, ahd earned the 
gratitude of one Home Secretary after another for the assistance he 
was able to give, especially in the sphere of prison reforms. The rest 
of his life was devoted to philanthropy of his own choosing, entirely 
after his own and his wife’s heart. In 1914 he founded ‘‘ The Home- 
Workers’ Aid Association,’’ which rapidly developed into an important 
undertaking.e To use his own description : ‘‘It is not a trade uhion, 
but a union of home-workers (women), employers, and the public.” 
Its objects are generally to improve the conditions under which home- 
workers live and. to give them an opportunity of enjoying one good 
holiday every year, towards which they make a reasonable contribution. 
For this purpose Mr. Holmes was able to build a delightful home at 
Walton-on-the-Naze at a .cost of £15,000. The association publishes 
every month a magazine known as the London Home-Worker, and Mr. 
Holmes never ceased to hope that similar associations would gradually 
spring up in every great centre of industry. 








In addition to the record of his police-court experiences, Mr. Holmes 
wrote The Underworld, and Known to the Police, 








Legal News. 
General. 


A memorial service for Sir Robert Romer was held on Monday in 
Lincoln’s Inn \Chapel. Among those present were: Colonel Frank 
Romer, Mr. Mark Romer,.K.C., Lieutenant F. Romer, R.N.V.R., and 
Mrs. Romer, Mr. H. S. Romer; the Lord Chancellor, Viscount Mersey. 
Lord Wrenbury, Lord Muir+Mackenzie, Lord Justice Swinfen Eady, 
Lord Justice Pickford, Lord Justice Bankes, and Lord Justice Warring- 
ton, Mr. Justice Neville, Mr. Justice Younger, and Mr. Justice Sargant, 
Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K.C. (Chairman of the General Council of the Bar), 
Sir Edward Clarke, K.C.,(Mr. Upjohn, K.C., Mr. R. A. Bayford, K.C., 
the Hon. Frank, Russell, K.C., Mr. Rowden, K.C:, Sir Lewis Dibdin 
(Judge of the Court of Arches), Mr. MacSwinney, Sir Philip Gregory, 
Mr. Austen-Cartmell, Mr. T. Cannon Brookes (representing Trinity Hall 
Association), and Mr. G. B. Shirres (Vice-Master of Trinity Hall). 

To commemorate his silver jubilee as law clerk and secretary to the 
Mining Association of Great Britain, Sir T. R. Ratcliffe-Pllis, of Wigan 
and London, has been presented with his portrait in oils, painted by 
Sir Arthur Cope, R.A. ‘ , 

Replying to Mr. Wright in the House of Commons on the 2lst inst., 
Mr. Kellaway, Parliamentary Secretary to Munitions, said:—At the 
moment the Government have under consideration applications to bore 
for petroleum from three different firms, and negotiations are practically 
completed, but, pending definite conclusion of the agreements, it is not 
proposed to publish the names. The agreements would give exclusive 
rights to bore within certain defined areas. Outside those areas appli- 
cations by colliery companies and others possessing freehold and surface 
rights over large districts and the necessary boring tackle will be care- 
fully considered on their merits. 

At the half-yearly general ‘Court of the Bank of England, held on the 
2ist inst., Lord Cunliffe, the Retiring Govérnor, in the course of hig 
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address, said that they had been reading of meetings and resolutions 
adopted by various Chambers of Comnierce suggesting many and drastic 
alterations in the Bank Charter and the Bank Act of 1844. The pro- 
prietors might rest assured that better and more up-to-date machinery 
was in course of being set up, and would, he trusted, be ready and 
obtain Parliamentary sanction in time to combat successfully the many 
difficulties he saw in store for the bank after the war. Being the 
chairman of the committee that had been appointed to consider this 
problem among others, he must say no more beyond assuring them that 
the committee was fully alive to the fact that both the old Charter and 
the Ait of 1844, well as they had served their time, stood in much need 
of revision. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 


Last Day oF CLAM. 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, Mar 5. 


AUSTIN, GEORGE JAMES, Datchet, Bucks April2 Durnford & Gale, Windsor 
BARKER, JAMES WILLIAM, Hastings April 13 Morgan, Veitch & Bilney, Temple 


ehmbre 
April 16 


Bare, Kare ABERNETHIE, Scarborough Cook, Fowler & Outhet, Scar- 


BENTLEY, OW ruutax Hesry, Armley, Leeds March 81 Geo Whittington, Leeds 


Britton, WILLIAM FRASER CASS, Cambridge st, Hyde Park April 6 Finnis, Downey, 


Linnell & Cheasher, 5, Clifford st, Bond st 

BUCHANAN, DANIEL GEORGE, Claughton, Chesh‘re, Cotton Broker April 1 Leadbitter 
& Ha‘ vey, Newcastle on T 

BULLOOK, WILLIAM CHARLES, Wimbledon April 5 Edwin Cobbing, Kingston Hill 

— aes ARTHUR Avannt, Brill, Bucks April 8 Hore & Co, 48, Lincoln's ion 
elds 

Caraga, ELIZABETH NELSON, Windsor March 30 Attenboroughs, 16;Phavies inn 

DAWSON, JULIA, Bradford April 5 R Newton Rhodes & Hall, Bradford 

DELDAY, Jans HUTCHISON, Scarborough, Drapef “April 15 Cook, Fowler & Outhet, 
Scarborough 

DE QurINogY, Emtiy JAnF, Finborough rd, Middix April 15 T Pearse Gandell, 46, 
Bedford row 

a Lovursa, Boscombe April 15 Wild & Collins, St Lawrence House, 

m 


p st 
ELLISON, ABRAHAM, Lytham March 31 Lonsdale & Grey, St Annes on the Sea 
eens, Chapel st, Mayfair April 20 Bristows, Cooke & Carpmsel, 1, Copt- 
igs 
FORDE, CATHERINE ELINOR, April 5 Higham & (Oo, 4, 
Berners st ts 
FoRTUN®, CATHERINE, Lacock, Wilts Aprilé W J & D Awdry, epost 
FORTUNE, Jamus, Lacock, Wilts Aprité W J & D Awdry, Chippenha 
Goom, THOMA Northampton March 26 Dennis, Faulkner . aD, Northimpton 
GouLD, JANE HANNAH, Dover April 20 Mowll & Mowill, 
GRAHAM, ELEANOR [SABELLA, Darlington, Confectioner March 16 Clayhills, Son & 
Feetham, Darlington 
HALL, Erngst, Aylesbury 
HaRWoop, THOMAS ARTHUR, 
chester 
H&ATH, JoHN, Manchester, Cashier April 5 Deputy Public Trustee, Manchester 
H(seEeRt, WILLIAM BRERETON, Monton, Lancs, Railway Accountant AprillS Preston 
& Smith, MancSester 
HICKMAN-TAYLOR, GzorGE, Edge st, Kensington June 24 Burges & Sloan, Bristol 
IRWIN, HARRURT GAROLINE, Shepherd’ «Bush rd March 30 Paterson, ‘andler & Sykes, 
8, Bream’s bidgs 
Juurecn, ALFRED JOnN, Winchelsea, Sussex April6 Andrews & Bennett, Barwash 
LARGs, Rey Joun Aaa, Highbury New pk April 30 Large & Major, Leamington Spa 
MANLY, RICHARD, Manchester May2 Robert Innes, Manchester 
Paes, Mary ELIZABETH, Beaumont st, Marylebone April9 William Fisher, 59, Lincoln's 


inn fields 
PAYNE, MARK, Ringwood, Hants, 
McMullen & Bradford, Yeovil 
Prices, Reptooa, Rochester sq, Camden rd 
ford row 
RILEY, Joseru, Levenshulme, Lancs April 6 Frederick Towns, Manchester 
RupDbOcK, Nos.ert HENRY CRANMER, South Croydon; DD, JP March 25 
Herbert, 66, Gresham House 
SAUNDERS, ELIZABETH, Slough April5 Robert G Harrison, Slouth 
SOHNEBEL, PAUL Max, Acton March 30 Neish, Howell & Haldane, 47, Watling st 
STAPLES, Jous, East Yerry, Lincoln, Farmer April 2 Iveson & Son, Gainsborough 
STARFORTS, THoMas WILLIAM, Boroughbridge, Yorks March 28 T.0; Dowling, 
0 uckia 
STOBBART, Jax, Scarborough April 15 Cook, Fowler & Outhet, Scarboroug 
ve et , Herne Bay April 13 Morgan, Veitch & Bilney; Norfolk House, 
orfolk st 
WALKER, GeORGE STAFFORD, St James st April 6 Johuson, Weatherall & Sturt, 7, 
King's Bench walk 
ALPH, Chariton Kings, Glo April 10 Ronald McLaren, Cheltenham 
Wiowraay Anrave FREDERICK, Parkstone, Vorset, Farmer Apri 1 H W’Dibben & 
tmborne 


Wenast, SUSANHA, Ryde, I of W. March 26 Chas G Vincent, Ryde 
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ADAM, ALEXANDER CHIvas, Sandwich, Kent April 26 TF Adshead, 11, Arundel st 

ASH, SARAH Tanbridge Wells May 1 Lane, Fagge & Co. 3, Portsmouth st 

a Rev JAMES, Spennithorne, Yorks Aprill56 H Greenwood Wrigley & Elion, 

iter 
aa, , CATHERINE AMELIA, Ramsey, Hants April 18 Frank Whitfield, 60, Chan- 
cery 

BOUGHBY, GEORGE FLETOHER OTTLEY, Courtfield gins April 23 C G Scott, Son & Pryce, 
85, New Broad st 

Brows, "re Bournemouth April 16 Mooring, Aldriige & Haydon, Bourne- 
moat 

Burier, WILLIAM BowTo", Reservoir rd,Southgate Apri! 13 Edell & Co, 4, King st 

CaSTLe, MARY AWN, Folkestone April 16 Wizhtwick &Gardner, Folkestone 

CHAPMAN, AVICE, pacesemetts Aprit 16 Howes, Pe‘cival & Ellen, Northampton 

CooKINe, Vary, M >recambe ril3 Fawcett, & Unsworth, M srecambe 

COVENEY, Parcr, Parring lon ; , Undertaker April8 Rabiastein, Nash & Co, 5 & 6, 
Raymond bidgs 

Crow, HENRY, Brockley rise, Forest Hill April24 Pearce & Nicholls, 12, New ct 

CRUICKSHANK, JOmN, Currock, Carlisle April 27: Thompson, Mawson & Glenny, 


April4 A M Longhurst, 2, Fenchurch — 
Hyde Park Aprii 20 Hore, Pattisson & 


Wimble lon Greenwell, 


Aprill5 Toller & Sons, 24, Bloomsbu 


sq 
Manchester, Pawnbroker Ap-il 6 E Harwood, Man- 


Coffee Tavern Keeper March 30 Trevor-Davies, 


April 1 Stileman & Underwooi, 7, Bed- 


Dennis 


WALTER, 


Car’ 
DALE, Dr GaoRGE, Mitcham In, Streatham 
DEALTRY, THOMAS BgeReSFORD, Oxford ter, 
Bathurst, 48, Lincoln's inn felds 





DoveLass, Percy CUTHBERT DovG Ladbroke ter, Notting Hill May1 Hore, 
Pattisson’& Bathurst, Lincoln's inn fields 

FARWELL, EMMA ELIZABETH, Wetherby pl,South Kensington April 24 Arthur Belfield 
5, Kensington sq mans 

Fiswer, ALICE Mary, Stanmore, Middix April 23 C G Scott, Sonj& Pryce, 35, New 


Broad st 
GALSWORTHY, FREDERICK THOMAS, Queen’s gate, Kensington April 30 E H Galsworthy 
12, Old ‘Jewry chmbrs 
GREEN, JOHANNA, Castleford, Yorks April8 Wilson & Woodhead, Castleford 
HARVEY- sos, Hubert DUNSTERVILLE, DS 0, Backingham May 1 Small & Barker 
ckingham 
HAYBALL, Honor, Landor rd, Stockwell April 24 Pearce & Nicholls, 12, New ct 
i, ee Leighton Buzzard, Accountant May 2 Newton & Calcott, Leighten 


ame oo Charlton Kings, nr Cheltenham April 25 Steel, Millard & Broom, 
te 


HUBBARD, WILLIAM EGERTON, St Helen’s pl April 23 Deacon & Co, 9, Gt Saint 


Helen’s 
InouAM, EvizA, Halifax, Yorks Aprl15 Wm Swaine, Halifax 
Jamas, JULIAN MACFARQUHAR, Aylesbury, Solicitor April 30 Horwood & James, 


Aylesh 


ury * 
a CaINN, Chariton Mackrell, Somerset, Farmer April24 Louch, Son 


ae. Wurm, Hexham-on-Tyne April 30 Major & aed Barrow-in-Furness 
Lens, Loura, Eceieshall, Staffs April 383 Hand «& Co, Stafford 
LEMON, KATHLEEN, Reigate - April 15 Pattison & Bathurst, 48, Lincoln's inn, ~ 


flelds Vie 
MANNERS, Lieut, CRorL FREDERICK, Burton on Trent — Talbot, Stein & Ever * ¥ 


shed, Burten on Trent 
Msran, ELIZABETH, Chiswick 
ee - RONALD WALTER, 
NEVILLE, joan" Franors, Newport, Mon, Surgeon 


Newport 
Nort, hy t ro CAMERON, Stoke Bishop, Glos April 4 


Oman, Wa. Tam, ‘Nigel rd, Peckham Aprii19 Gerald & Arthur Marshall, *) New sq 

PARKER, WILLIAM CHARLES, Parracombe, Deven April13 Edell & Co, 4, King st 

ieee 7 Ug ere Cea rd, Stroud Green April 12 Stanley Evans & 
0, 20 & 22, 

PEARSON, FRANCOIS GILBERT, Hale, Chester April30 Bullock, Worthington & Jackson, — 


Mane 
PuTrit, CHARLES, Harrold, Beds April 6 Sharman & Trethewy, Ampthill : 
Pops, HENRY NEWBERY, Honiton, Devon April 25 Tweed & Son, Honiton . 
RICKERSIE, FRANCES ELIZABETH, Chatham May 9 bane & Winch, Chatham 
RIGGENBACH, Franz, Woodford, April 10 Sturtou & Sturten, 74, Gt Tower st 
ROBINSON, JAMES, Stockport, Grocer April 30 A EB Ferns & Co, Stock 
RYAN, Joan Huu MOAULEY, Wimbledon Common, Barrister at Law. April 25 Min-— 
chin, Garrett & Co, 4, Stone bidgs 
SHARPE, samme WILLIAM, Bournemouth May | 


Chancery » 

SHaw, Louisa, Harrogate March 30 C Ernest Peace, Dewsbury 

Sums, WILLIAM THOMAS, Blaisdon, Lomghope, Glos May ae 
troud 

SKELTON. Hewry WILLIAM, Bournemouth April 17 Druces & A 

SMITH ete ag moag ye Louisa, Tring May 1 Hore, Pattissou 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

SMITH, THOMAS PARKER, Reigate April 23 U G Scott, Son & gy New Broad st 

THYNNE, ALFRED WALTER, Cadogan sq April 17 Farrar & Co, 66, Lincoln’s inn 


flelds 
seecey anes ATKINSON, Petersfield April 30 Bowman & Curtis Hayward, iL, 
runde! st 
WALKER, FrRepERICK, New Southgate, Middix, Job Master April 15 Godwin |& Son, - 


63, Wool exchange 
WEBLEY-PaRRY, NINA KATHERINE, Bucklebury, Berks April 30 Pitman & Bazett, 
whu 


Ne 
Wavpunsuas, Sir WILLIAM, Bart, Meredith, Glos April 30 (Christopher & Son, 
yll 


6. 
WELLBORNE. ADELAIDE HENRIETTA, Trinity rise, Tulse Hill April 18 
Blount & Duke, 24, Lincoln’s inn fields 
WHEELDON. JoHN, Alfreton, Derby, Grocer April 17 Fank Searby, Alfreton 
WILLIAMS James, Walsall, Haulage Contractor May 13 Enoch Evans & Son, 
1° 


Walsal 
WYBOKN, ELIZABETH, Dover April19 Lewis & Pain, Dover 
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BERVER, JouN, Saxilby, Lincs, Baker May1 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 

BINFIELD, JAMES, Dover, April 23 Lewis & Pain, Dover 

BaYart 34848 ANN, Caledonian rd. April 8 Arthur Ba-es, 8, Pancras in 

BurGEss, JESSIE E«MA, Simla, India Mayl Lewis & Yelesias,6, Old Je 

CHAMBERLAIN, MARY ANS, Falham Palace rd “April 23 

COLLIER, LEICESTER, Keswick, Cumberland May 1 Broatch & Son, Kes 

CONDONN®, ALFRED, Cassiott rd, Tooting May1 Fiadgate & Fw a 19, Pall Mall 

CoopER, HARRY, Sibella rd, Clapham, Corn Merchant . April 30 & Redfern, 10 10, 

Gray's inn pl 

Dory Wiuia Nelson, Laucs, Horse Dealer May13 Douglas Houston, Duchy of 
ter Office, Lo1don 


April 15 Edgar Bogue, 6, Stone bidgs 
Falding, Kent, Farmer. ell 12 Bracher & Som, 


May 1 Lyndon, Moore & Co, 


E Witchell & Sons, 


10, Biliter sq 
Bathurst, 48, 


Holloway, 


Kendall, Price & Francis, SA 


Se 
ne - 


- Sie 
ES 


oe 


@ Bamand Hodgkinson, 1%, » 4 


ELLIO7, BsesEzan, Hastings, Associated Accountant April 14 E Lawson Lewis, East- ae 


bour 
E KELL-PAanT, HARRY my Pembridge pl, Bayswater May 1 Malkin & Co, The 
H 


Reetory House, Martin’ 
FERGUSON, EMILY PAULINE Shoot: -up hilt Cricklewood April 15 Henry Pumfrey & 
yt ee tae L Apri! 20 Catterall & Livesey, Preston 
FINcH, ALICE, sy a 
Fort, Capt GEorGE Hounsom. Salisbury, Wilts aus Wilson & Son, Salisbury 
FRIEDBERG, MorRRIs, St Gabriel's rd, Cricklew April 22 Ralph Raphael, 17, Cole- 


st 

GREEN, 1, GEORGE 9 ~ae Ulster pl, Regent's Park April 30 Baker, Freeman & Watson, 
20, Abchurch 

HALL, HEwey STEPHENSON, Wades hill, Winchmore Hill April 19 Jame®S Fraser & 
Co, Ashford, Kent 

HELLMUTH, Mant L Louisa, Earl's ct rd, Kensington April 29 Evans, Wadham & Co, 
2, Gray's inn 

Jonns, ISAA Wattstown, Glam Aprilll_ Spickett & Sons, Ponty 

Kuynaoy, scum, Fellows rd, Hampstead, Engineer April 15 D a Billiter sq 
bidgs 

Key, ‘Hinazet Henry, Nottingham, Tool Setter May 1 Day & Johnson, 


ee... yr > eee Essex April 30 H RB Tweed, Devereux bidgs, 
Devereux ct, 


LAWFORD, ELIZA, Toddiogton, Glos March 25  H W Stephens, Winchcomb, 8.0.,°— x 
Gi 


os 
Lewis, Emma ANN, Bristol May 1 George 8 
Living, RICHARD, Pinner, Middlesex May 8 Mi Vallanve Sa t& Vallance, 20, Essex st, 
Strand 
LLOYD WILLIAM EpwinN, Brentwood Asylum, Essex April 30 E Flux, Leadbitter & 
Neighbour, 21, Gt St Helens 
McBLFATRICK, JOBX, Alderley Edge, Physic'an April 15 Hall & Co, Manchester 
MAHON, EMILY, Southses April 16 John C Miller, Portemouth 





inf- 





